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Abstract

We examine a class of random walks in random environments on Z with bounded
jumps, a generalization of the classic one-dimensional model. The environments we
study have i.i.d. transition probability vectors drawn from Dirichlet distributions. For
this model, we characterize recurrence and transience, and in the transient case we
characterize ballisticity. For ballisticity, we give two parameters, kg9 and k;. The
parameter ko governs finite trapping effects, and i governs repeated traversals of
arbitrarily large regions of the graph. We show that the walk is right-transient if and
only if k1 > 0, and in that case it is ballistic if and only if min(kg, k1) > 1.
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1 Introduction

This paper studies a special model of random walks in random environments (RWRE) on
Z. We allow jumps of bounded size, and assume transition probabilities at various sites are
drawn in an i.i.d. way according to a Dirichlet distribution.

RWRE were first treated in depth by F. Solomon [26] in 1975 and the study has since
grown in many directions. Solomon focused on nearest-neighbor RWRE on Z, characteriz-
ing directional transience and calculating limiting speed (under mild conditions) in terms of
simple, easily computable expectations involving the environment at a single site. One of
the main results from Solomon’s paper is that a RWRE can approach infinity almost surely,
but with an almost-sure limiting speed of zero, a surprising phenomenon that cannot occur
for random walks in homogenous or even periodic environments. A random walk is called
directionally transient if it has an almost-sure limiting direction. Under appropriate i.i.d.
assumptions on the environment, all directionally transient nearest-neighbor RWRE on Z¢
have an almost-sure limiting velocity v (which can be 0). This is also true of RWRE with
bounded jumps on 7Z; see Appendix A. We say a directionally transient random walk is bal-
listic if the limiting velocity v is nonzero. The goal of this paper is to characterize directional
transience and ballisticity for the model of random walks in Dirichlet environments (RWDE)
on Z with bounded jumps.

RWRE have proven quite challenging to analyze in settings other than the nearest-
neighbor case of Z. For instance, although some sufficient conditions for directional tran-
sience and ballisticity have been studied for nearest-neighbor RWRE on Z¢, no general char-
acterizations are known, and known sufficient conditions are often quite difficult to check
in practice. Nevertheless, certain special cases have proven to be more tractable. Examples
include random environments that almost surely have zero drift at every site (e.g., [19], [14],
[2]), random environments that are small perturbations of simple random walks (e.g., [7],
27], [21], [5], [1]), and environments where transition probabilities are deterministic in some
directions and random in others (e.g., [4]). The case of RWDE is another notable exam-
ple. Many conjectures that remain open for general nearest-neighbor RWRE on Z9 have
been proven for RWDE, including a characterization of directional transience for all d and a
characterization of ballisticity for d > 3.

Dirichlet environments present a helpful case study for general RWRE, giving insight into
what sorts of behaviors are possible. For example, a noted conjecture (see [12]) asserts that
under an assumption of uniform ellipticity (where all transition probabilities are bounded
from below), nearest-neighbor RWRE on Z¢, d > 2, that are directionally transient are
necessarily ballistic. Certain RWDE provide a counterexample for the non—uniform elliptic
case [23], showing that the uniform ellipticity assumption is necessary for this conjecture.
At the same time, in the Dirichlet case, the factors that can cause ballisticity to fail are
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entirely due to the non—uniform ellipticity property, providing some additional evidence for
the conjecture (see [6], [25, Remark 5.13]).

In the setting of RWRE on Z with bounded jumps—and of RWRE on a strip, a gen-
eralization of the bounded-jump model—directional transience and ballisticity have been
given various characterizationsy, most in terms of Lyapunov exponents of infinite products
of random matrices (see, for example, [18],[3],[9],[10], [20]). These exponents cannot in gen-
eral be computed exactly, although some of them can be well approximated. Moreover, the
characterizations of ballisticity have relied on various strong ellipticity assumptions, which
preclude the Dirichlet model.

Although RWDE have proven to be a fruitful model for nearest-neighbor RWRE on Z¢, we
know of only one paper studying RWDE on Z with bounded jumps or on strips. That paper
[15] was the first to treat RWDE in any setting. It uses a connection between RWDE and
directed edge reinforced random walks to provide a characterization of directional transience
for the latter in the mold of [18]. That paper preceded the development of helpful tools that
have since been applied to the analysis of nearest-neighbor RWDE on Z9. Armed with these
tools, we now undertake a more comprehensive study of a special case of RWDE on a strip:
namely, RWDE on Z with bounded jumps.

We show that as with nearest-neighbor RWDE on Z¢, directional transience is determined
by the direction of the annealed expectation of the first step, a fact that does not hold for
general RWRE. We also show that in the case where the annealed expectation of the first
step is 0, the walk is recurrent. We next turn to ballisticity. For i.i.d. RWRE on Z with
bounded jumps, there necessarily exists a deterministic v with lim,, . % = v almost surely
(see Appendix A). When the walk is recurrent, necessarily v = 0. We assume the walk is
transient to the right, so that v > 0, and characterize the ballistic regime v > 0.

Our results on ballisticity comprise a sort of mixture of characterizations for the nearest-
neighbor cases on Z and on Z9%, d > 3. These characterizations are quite different from
each other, as they reflect substantially different ways that a walk may “get stuck.” (The
case d = 2 is still open.) For d > 3, ballisticity has a simple characterization in terms of
a parameter kg (called & in [6]). The fact that Dirichlet distributions are not uniformly
elliptic allows environments to contain arbitrarily severe “traps” where a walk can get stuck
for a long time. In fact, if enough parameters of the Dirichlet distribution are sufficiently
small, there are finite subgraphs whose annealed expected exit times are infinite, causing
zero limiting speed—see [29, Proposition 12], [25, Proposition 2]. The parameter kg, which
represents the minimal amount of weight exiting a finite set, controls finite moments of the
quenched expected exit times of finite traps containing the origin. In the case d > 3, a
directionally transient walk is ballistic if and only if ko > 1, reflecting the idea that finite
traps are the only way directional transience with zero speed can occur in the case d > 3.

The case d = 1, where probabilities w(z, z + 1) of stepping to the right are given by beta
random variables with parameters (a, b), is different. Here, kg = a + b, and this parameter
still controls finite traps, but it is possible for a walk to have zero speed even if kg > 1. In
fact, ballisticity of walks transient to the right is controlled by another parameter, k; = a—¥b,
which is the unique positive number (studied in a more general setting by Kesten, Kozlov,

and Spitzer in [17], and there called ) such that E [(ifé?}”) 1] =1. Inthecased =1, a

walk that is transient to the right is ballistic if and only if x; > 1, by a direct application of
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the characterization of ballisticity given in [26]. Here, as in the case d > 3, kg < 1 is enough
to cause finite trapping that would slow the walk down to zero speed. However, because we
always have k1 < Ko, the walk is already not ballistic in this case, and thus the value of &,
alone determines ballisticity.

We find that the parameters k¢ and k; can be given definitions that apply to our model
as well, that unlike in the nearest-neighbor Z case, either may be greater than the other, and
that both must be greater than 1 in order to achieve ballisticity. As in the nearest-neighbor
cases, kg controls finite traps. We do not give an explicit formula for g, which is defined
as an infimum over an infinite set of sums, but we show that it is in fact a minimum over
finitely many sums, and provide an algorithm to compute it directly. The parameter x; has
a simple formula as a weighted sum of Dirichlet parameters, which reduces to a — b in the
nearest-neighbor beta case. When ko < 1, the walk has zero speed because of the relatively
high likelihood of getting stuck in a region of bounded size for a long time. When x; < 1,
the walk has zero speed because of the relatively high likelihood of repeatedly backtracking
over regions of all sizes. When both are greater than 1, the walk is ballistic

The appearance of the dual possibilities of finite trapping and large-scale backtracking
seems to be a new phenomenon in RWRE with bounded jumps. Previous characterizations
of ballisticity use ellipticity assumptions strong enough to preclude finite trapping, and
therefore do not cover cases where walks can get stuck in these two different ways. Part of
our characterization for the Dirichlet case involves showing that the two forms of slowing
“act independently” in the sense that if neither finite trapping nor large-scale backtracking
is by itself enough to cause zero speed, the two together cannot cause zero speed; the walk
is ballistic. We ask whether this is true for general RWRE on 7Z with bounded jumps; see
Question 1.1.

While our main results are for RWDE, part of the proof requires obtaining some results
that apply to general RWRE on Z with bounded jumps. We present a new abstract criterion
for ballisticity, showing that the walk is ballistic if and only if the annealed expected number
of returns to the origin is finite. To do this, we define a “walk from —oo to o0” in a
typical environment where transience to the right holds, and the almost-sure limiting speed
of this bi-infinite walk is the reciprocal of the expected amount of time it spends at 0 under
an appropriate annealed measure. Thus, the limiting speed is zero precisely when this
expectation is infinite. We show that this expectation in turn is infinite if and only if the
expected amount of time at 0 for a walk started at 0 is infinite. While for general models
we do not know how to check the finiteness of this expectation, we are able to do so for our
Dirichlet model, showing that it is finite if and only if min(xo, x1) > 1.

1.1 Model

Because there are many definitions and symbols introduced throughout this paper, we pro-
vide an appendix to help the reader keep track of notation that is introduced outside of this
subsection or that is particularly unusual.

Let L and R be positive integers, and let (a;)%_; be non-negative real numbers, with
ar,ar > 0. Assume that the ged of all ¢ with «; > 0 is 1. We are interested in a random
walks in Dirichlet random environments on Z with jumps to the left up to L steps and to
the right up to R steps, with transition probability vectors given by i.i.d. Dirichlet random
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vectors with parameters (a;)f ;. To define these concepts explicitly, we will first define the
more general notion of random walks in random environments.

Random Walks in Random Environments

Let V be a finite or countable set, and let Q = [] ., M1(V), where M;(V) is the
set of probability measures on V', endowed with the topology of weak convergence. An
environment on V is an element w € (), which can be thought of as a function from V' x V'
to [0,1], with >° _, w(x,y) = 1 for all x. For a given environment w and = € V, we can
define P® to be the measure on VMo giving the law of a Markov chain (X,)%2, started at =
with transition probabilities given by w. That is, P*(Xo = z) = 1, and forn > 1, y € V,
PI( X1 =yl Xo,. .., Xn) = w(Xp,y).

Let Fy be the Borel sigma field on Qy (with respect to the product topology), and let
P be a probability measure on (Qy, Fy) (we often leave the Fy implicit and say P is a
probability measure on Q). For a given x € V| we let P* = P x P? be the measure on
Qy x VYo induced by both P and P,. That is, for measurable events A C Qy, B C VMo,

PP(A x B) = /A P(B)P(dw)

In particular, P*(Qy x B) = E[P*(B)]. For convenience, we commit a small abuse of
notation by using P to refer both to the measure we've described on €y x VMo and also
to its marginal P*(Qy x -) on VYo, We call a measure P? on V0 a quenched measure of
a random walk in random environment on V started at x, and we call the measure P* the
annealed measure.

In this paper, V is nearly always Z or a subset of Z. In the case where V' C Z, we can
consider an environment w on V' to be the projection of an environment on Z by assigning
arbitrary transition probability vectors at states x ¢ V. Likewise, a measure P on )y may
be thought of as, for example, a measure on Q7 with w(z,y) = Lyy—y for z ¢ V, P-as.
Though we do not emphasize it in the body of this paper, all environments considered are
assumed to live in the space {2z, and all measures on environment spaces are measures on
Q7. This allows us to intelligibly compare probabilities of the same event under different
annealed measures, even if one of the measures is concentrated on walks that remain in a
finite part of Z.

As another notational convenience, we will use interval notation to denote sets of con-
secutive integers in the state space Z, rather than subsets of R. Thus, for example, we will
use [1,00) to denote the set of integers to the right of 0. However, we make one exception,
using [0, 1] to denote the set of all real numbers from 0 to 1.

In the case where V = Z, for each = € Z we let w* € M (Z) be the measure on Z given
by w*(y) = w(z,z +y). Thus, w = (W”),ez is the generic element of 2. For a subset S C Z,
let w® = (w®)zes. In the case where S is a half-infinite interval, we simplify our notation by
using w=* to denote w(~>>% and similarly with w<*, w>*, and w>*. A common assumption,
which our model will satisfy, is that the {w”},¢z are i.i.d. under P.
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Figure 1: A portion of the graph G with L = R = 2

Random Walks in Dirichlet Environments

Let H = (V, E,w) be a weighted directed graph with vertex set V', edge set! E C V x V|
and a weight function w: E — R>%. If e = (z,y) € E, we say that e is an edge from z to v,
and we say the head of e is € = y and the tail of e is e = x. We say a set S C V is strongly
connected if for all z,y € S, there is a path from x to y in H using only vertices in S. To the
weighted directed graph H, we can associate the Dirichlet measure Py on (2y, Fy ), which
we now describe.

Recall the definition of the Dirichlet distribution: for a finite set I, take parameters
a = (a;)ier, with a; > 0 for all 7. The Dirichlet distribution with these parameters is a
probability distribution on the simplex A; := {(x;)ier : Y _;c; ¥ = 1} with density
D ((w)ier) = C(a) [T a2,

el

where C'(a) is a normalizing constant.

Define Py to be the measure on {2y, under which transition probabilities at the various
vertices x € V are independent, and for each vertex z € V, (w(x,€))e—, is distributed
according to a Dirichlet distribution with parameters (w(e))e=,. (Or, if V' C Z, let Py be
any measure on ()7 satisfying this description.?) With Py-probability 1, w(z,y) > 0 if and
only if (z,y) € E for all z,y € V. We will call a random environment chosen according to
Py a Dirichlet environment on H. We will use Fy to denote the associated expectation, and
P, and E3, to denote the annealed measure and expectations.

We let G be the graph with vertex set Z, edge set {(z,y) € ZXZ: —L < y—x < R,ay_, >
0}, and weight function (z,y) — o,_,. An example with L = R = 2 is represented in Figure
1 (here, and in other illustrations of graphs, we depict the case where oy = 0, but our model
does allow for ag > 0).

Our main concern in this paper is to characterize almost-sure recurrence, directional
transience, and ballisticity of a random walk in a Dirichlet environment on G started at 0 in
terms of the a;.

"'We define weighted directed graphs in a way that precludes multiple edges from sharing the same
head and tail. However, we could expand our definition to include weighted directed multigraphs, and
natural generalizations of the results that are true for graphs as we define them would still hold. Describing
these generalizations would cause some notational inconvenience that is unnecessary for our purposes, such
as defining random walks that keep track of edges taken as well as vertices visited. Nevertheless, we use
multigraphs in our illustrations as a visual aid. Multiple edges from one vertex to another in our illustrations
can be interpreted as a single edge whose weight is the sum of the weights of the edges depicted. By the
amalgamation property reviewed in Section 2, identifying or splitting these edges that share the same head
and tail does not affect the distributions of transition probability vectors between sites.

2The measure Py, is then technically not unique, but its marginal on the set {w" : w € Qz} is unique,
and that is all that will matter for our purposes.
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Our assumption that ay,ar > 0 is without loss of generality, since L can be defined as
the minimum ¢ with «; > 0, and R as the maximum of these ¢. Our assumption that L
and R are positive means it is possible for the walk to move in both directions. Otherwise,
directional transience and ballisticity are trivial.®> The assumption that the ged of all the 4
such that a; > 0 is 1 is needed to ensure that the Markov chain under P2 is almost surely
irreducible. It is without loss of generality because dividing all the ¢ by their ged ¢ yields a
graph G’ where the law of (w(gx, gy))syez under Py is the same as the law of (w(x,y))s ez
under Py, and thus the law of (¢X,)%°, under Pg is the law of (X,,)32, under Pg. From
this assumption, it follows that there is an m large enough that every interval of length
m is strongly connected in G. Let mg be such an integer, chosen large enough that also

mo > max(L, R). We will use this mg in several proofs throughout this paper.

1.2 Results

It has been shown [30] that for nearest-neighbor random walks in Dirichlet environments in
7%, d > 1, if the annealed expected position of the first step is nonzero, then its direction
is the direction of almost-sure transience. A remark in that paper points out that the proof
also works for the bounded-jump case.

Let dt = 2% ia; and d= = 3! | Jilay. Then y := d* — d~ is the weighted sum of
the weights o, and its sign is the sign of Eg[X;]. In fact, let ¢™ and ¢~ be the unweighted
sums Zf;l a; and Z;l_ 1 @, respectively. Then one can check using the well known Lemma

2.1, which we recall below, or simply using the expectation of a beta random variable, that
EglX] = v

Applying the results from [30] with d = 1 yields a characterization of directional tran-
sience for our model in the case where k; # 0. To complete the characterization, we prove
in Section 3 that the walk is recurrent in the case k; = 0. We also outline a version of the
argument from [30], because it is a bit simpler in one dimension and because similar ideas

are used in the proof for the case k1 = 0, and to a lesser extent for later proofs in this paper.

Theorem 1.1. The directional transience of the walk is determined by the sign of k1 in the
following way:

1. If Ky > 0, then lim, o X, = 00, P§-a.s.
2. If k1 <0, then lim,,_,, X,, = —00, nga.s.
8. If k1 =0, then —oo = liminf, o X,, < limsup,,_,,. X,, = 00, Pg-a.s.

Our goal in Sections 4 and 5 is to investigate the limit v := lim,,_, %, showing that it
exists and characterizing when it is positive. Section 4 provides characterizations of ballistic-
ity for a more general setting than the Dirichlet model. We consider the following conditions
for a probability measure P on (z:

(C1) The {w”},ez are i.i.d. under P.

3Indeed, the walk has |v| > 1 if ap = 0, and if ag > 0, one can easily check that v > 0 if and only if
Do 200 > 1, which is what is needed to guarantee finite expected time to exit a self-loop.

7
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(C2) For P-a.e. environment w, the Markov chain induced by PV is irreducible.
(C3) For P-a.e. environment w, w(a,b) = 0 whenever b is outside [a — L,a + R].

It was shown in [18] that under these assumptions, a 0-1 law holds for directional transience.
That is, the walk is either almost surely transient to the right, almost surely transient to
the left, or almost surely recurrent. We show that under these assumptions, the limit v
necessarily exists. In the recurrent case, it necessarily holds that v = 0. We then provide
two abstract characterizations of ballisticity under the following additional assumption.

(C4) For P-a.e. environment w, lim, ., X,, = oo, P-a.s.

By symmetry, our characterizations also handle the case where the walk is transient to the
left, and thus by the 0-1 law for directional transience, completely characterize the regime
v # 0 for all measures P satisfying (C1), (C2), and (C3).

The first characterization strengthens one given by Brémont, who showed (see [8, Theo-
rem 3.7], [9, Proposition 9.1]) that for a walk that is transient to the right, v > 0 if and only
if the annealed expected time to reach [1,00) is finite. Brémont’s works used an ellipticity
assumption that is too strong to apply to our Dirichlet environments. We therefore prove
the lemma without the assumption.

To formally state it, we must establish notation for hitting times. For a given walk
X = (X,)22,, we define H,(X) to be the first time the walk hits € Z. That is,

n=0"
H,(X) =inf{n € Ny : X,, = 2}

We usually write it as H, when we can do so without ambiguity. For a subset S C Z, let
Hg = min,cg H,. First positive hitting times are denoted as H, or Hg. That is,

H,(X) =inf{n € N: X,, = 2},

and Hg = mingeg H,. If the set is the half-infinite interval [z,00), we use Hx, to denote its
hitting time, and similarly with H-,, H<,, and H,.

Lemma 1.2. Let P be a probability measure on Qg satisfying (C1), (C2), (C3), and (C4).
Then v > 0 if and only if E°[H>,] < 0o, where Hy is the first time the walk hits [1,00).

This characterization is quite natural, given that in the nearest-neighbor case we in fact
have the identity v = 1/E°[H>1], where the fraction is understood to be 0 if the denominator
is infinite. However, although it is natural, we do not know a way to check it directly in
the (L, R) case, even for Dirichlet environments. We therefore use Lemma 1.2 as well as a
construction of a “walk from —oo to o0”, to provide another criterion for ballisticity, which
is based on the expected number of visits to a specific site.

For a walk X = (X,,)5%, on a vertex set V with x € V, N.(X) =#{n e Ny : X,, =z} is
the number of times the walk is at site x. We usually write it as N, if we are able to do so
without ambiguity. For a subset S C Z, let Ng = >___o N,. We prove the following lemma
in Section 4.

€S

Lemma 1.3. Let P be a probability measure on Sz satisfying (C1), (C2), (C3), and (C4).
Then v > 0 if and only if E°[Ny] = E[E2[Ny]] < 0.

8
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Thus, the question of ballisticity is reduced to the integrability of the “Green function”
EY[Ny] under the measure on environments. We devote Section 5 to answering this question
in the case of our Dirichlet measure Pg. In fact, we go further and characterize integribility
of EX[Ng)* for any s > 0. This is done in terms of two parameters; one we call kg, and
the other is k1 = d™ — d~. Although we always have kg > k; in the case L = R = 1, the
ordered pair (kg, k1) can take on any value in the first quadrant of R? in the general case
(see Proposition B.2).

For a weighted, directed graph H = (V, E,w) and vertex x € V, one may define kg =
ko(H,z) as the minimal total weight of edges exiting a finite, strongly connected set of
vertices containing z in H. We give a precise definition for our graph G in Section 5.1; see
(21) (the definition is not vertex-dependent due to the translation-invariance of G). The
smaller ro(#,x) is, the greater is the propensity of a walk drawn according to P§, to get
stuck for a long time in a finite trap containing x [29]. This parameter is the “k” defined
for Z in [6]. In that model, the walks are nearest-neighbor, and so the underlying directed
graph has an edge from x to y precisely when x and y are adjacent. There, it can easily
be shown that the worst traps are just pairs of vertices, and so k¢ has an explicit formula
as a minimum of d different sums of edge weights. By contrast, our model encompasses
many underlying directed graphs (even before assignment of weights). For each underlying
directed graph there is a different formula for ko as a minimum of finitely many sums, but
we do not have a general method to find the formula given a particular underlying directed
graph. This is because we have no simple general way to know what the worst finite traps
look like. However, we find the formula in several examples in Appendix B, and show in
Proposition 5.1 that kg can be calculated directly from L, R, and the specific values of the
«;, even without a general formula in terms of the ;.

This parameter g plays an important role in the integrability of E°[Ny]. For a set S C Z,
and for z € S, define N? to be the amount of time a walk spends at x before leaving S
for the first time (we always have N7 < N,). We define kg as an infimum of sums of edge
weights. This infimum is over an infinite set, but once we can show that it is actually a
minimum, the following theorem follows almost immediately from [29, Theorem 1].

Theorem 1.4. For s > 0, the following are equivalent:

(a) Ko < s.

or all sufficiently large M, o = 00.
b) For all sufficiently large M, Eg | EC | NS0

(¢) For some M >0, Eg [Eg [N(g_M’M]r} = 00.

Letting s = 1, the implication (a)=-(b) or (a)=-(c) shows that if ko < 1, then E§[Ny] = oo,
which by Lemma 1.3 implies v = 0. We include condition (b) because the implication
(a)=-(b) allows one to arrive at the same conclusion using Lemma 1.2 (by showing that
ko < 1 implies E§[H>1] = 00).

While kg controls the moments of the quenched expected amount of time the walk spends
at 0 before exiting a finite region of the graph, the parameter x; = d* — d~ controls, in
the same way, the moments of the quenched expected number of times the walk traverses



1.2 Results 1 INTRODUCTION

arbitrarily large regions of the graph. For x < y € Z, we define the following functions of a
walk X:

o N,y(X)=#{neNyg: X, =z,sup{j <n:X; =y} >sup{j <n:X;=ux}}is the
number of times the walk hits x after more recently having hit ¢, or the number of
“trips from y to x”.

o N, ,(X):=#{neNy: X, <azsup{j <n:X;>y}>sup{j <n:X; <az}} is the
number of trips leftward across [z, y].

Again, we write these as N,, and N, if we can do so without ambiguity. Note that
N; > N, ,, and also Ng’w > N,,. We prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.5. Let k1 > 0, so that the walk is transient to the right. Then, if s > 0, the
following are equivalent:

(a) K1 > s.
(b) There is an M > 0 such that for all z,y € Z with y —x > M, Eg [ES[N] ]*] < .
(c) There exist v <y € Z such that Eg [E°[N,,]*] < oo.

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is long and naturally divides into two parts, so we prove the
parts separately as Proposition 5.4 and Proposition 5.5. Letting s = 1, the contrapositive
of the implication (c)=-(a) tells us that if £, < 1, then E[Ny] = oo, which by Lemma 1.3
implies v = 0.

Combining the theorems stated so far, we can see that if Ky < 1, then the walk is not
ballistic due to finite trapping, and that if xk; < 1, then the walk is not ballistic due to
large-scale backtracking. We would like to show that if both parameters are greater than 1,
then the walk is ballistic. For every environment w on Z and every M > 0, we have

(1)

E°[Ny] = E° [N(g—M,M]} E° {# {Tlmes exiting [—M, M]H ‘

and then returning to 0

The first expectation on the right relates to finite trapping, and the second to large-scale back-
tracking. By Theorem 1.4, the term E° [N(g_M’M]} has finite moments up to sy under Py for

M sufficiently large. And the number of times exiting [— M, M| and returning to 0 is between
Nt Noares 00 Ny 4 Ny, 50 the torm 52 [ { T exiing [ 1Y)
has finite moments up to x; by Theorem 1.5. If the two terms on the right side of (1) were in-
dependent under Pg, we could conclude that Eg[E°[Ny|*] < oo if and only if s < min(kg, x1).
However, they are not independent. We therefore ask whether it is possible that the phe-
nomena of finite trapping and large-scale backtracking may conspire together to prevent
ballisticity, even if neither is strong enough to do it on its own. This question is of interest
for general RWRE on Z with bounded jumps.

10
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Question 1.1. Let P be a measure satisfying (C1), (C2), (C3), and (C4), under which both
terms on the right of (1) have finite expectation for all M; that is, E [Eg [N(g_M’M]” < 00

Times exiting [—M, M| : :
0 ) 0 —
and E {Ew {# {and then returning to 0 }H < 00. Does it necessarily follow that E°[Ny] =

E[EJ[No]] < 00?

We are able to answer this question in the affirmative for our Dirichlet model. In fact,
we characterize all finite moments of E°[Ny] under Pg.

Theorem 1.6. Assume r, > 0. Then Eg [(ES[No])°] < oo if and only if s < min(ko, 51).
Combining this with Lemma 1.3, we get a complete characterization of ballisticity.

Theorem 1.7. Assume k1 > 0. Then the walk is ballistic if and only if min(kg, k1) > 1.

1.3 Acknowledgments

The author thanks his advisor, Jonathon Peterson, for suggesting the problem and for his
mentorship.

2 Background on Dirichlet Environments

For a more comprehensive overview of random walks in Dirichlet environments, their prop-
erties, known results, and techniques used to achieve those results, see [25]. Here, we review
specific results that will be useful to us. To begin with, we recall some important properties
of Dirichlet distributions.

Property (Amalgamation). Assume (U;);c; has Dirichlet distribution on A; with param-

eters (a;)ier. Let Iy,..., 1. be a partition of I. The random vector (Zielk Ui)1<k<r on

the simplex {(z;)i_; : > .;_,z; = 1} follows the Dirichlet distribution with parameters
i€l ai)lgkgr'

Property (Restriction). Assume (U;);e; has Dirichlet distribution on Ay with parameters

(a;)ier- Let J be a nonempty subset of I. The random vector < Ui > , which takes
Zje] U] 'LGJ

values on the simplex A, follows the Dirichlet distribution with parameters (a;),.; and is
independent of >, ; U;. It is also independent of (Uy),¢ -

By the amalgamation property, the marginal distribution of each coordinate of a Dirichlet
random vector is a beta distribution. The next property bounds the probability that a beta
random variable is small.

Property (Moments). Assume X is a beta random variable with parameters (a,b). Then
there exists constants 0 < ¢ < C' such that for all € € [0, 1],

e < P(X <¢) < Ce". (2)

1
X5

In particular, £ [ } < oo if and only if s < a.

11



2 BACKGROUND ON DIRICHLET ENVIRONMENTS

Dirichlet environments were first studied for their connection to a stochastic process
called a directed edge reinforced random walks (DERRW), which we now define. For a
weighted directed graph H = (V, E,w), and for an initial vertex zo € V, we define the
stochastic processes (X, )p2y and (7(e, 1)) e 5 as follows: with probability 1, X = ¢ and

r(e,0) = w(e) for all e. If X,, = x and e; is an edge with ¢ = z (i.e., the edge is rooted at
r(e1,n)
ez T(ET

x), then the walk takes edge e;, so that X, .1 = €7, with probability = 7 Each time

an edge is taken, its weight r is increased by 1; otherwise, weights do not change. That is,
rle,n)+ 1 if (X, Xoq1) =€

rie,n+1) =
( ) r(e,n) otherwise

. The process (X,,)5%, is the DERRW on #H

started at zp. The following lemma was first shown in [13] and [15].

Lemma 2.1. Let V be a set, and let H = (V, E,w) be a weighted directed graph with vertex
set V. Then the law of a DERRW on H = (V, E,w) started at vertex x is the annealed law
P3, of the RWDE on H.

We now describe an important time-reversal lemma for Dirichlet environments. Let
H = (V, E,w) be a weighted directed graph, and let Py be the associated product Dirichlet
measure on the set {2y of environments on V.

For a vertex x € V, the divergence of x in H is div(z) = > __ w(e) — > _ w(e). If the
divergence is zero for all x, we say the graph H has zero divergence. -

Now if H is a finite, strongly connected graph, then for Py—a.e. w € )y, there exists an
invariant probability for the Markov chain corresponding to w. Call this invariant measure
m¥. Define the time reversed environment @ by

. )
(JJ(iL‘,y) T 71""(3;') (ya )

One can check that @ is an environment and that the probability, under w, of taking any
loop is equal to the probability, under w, of taking the reversed loop; that is, for a path
(vo, V1, ..., U, = vg), we have

P:O(Xl = Ul,XQ = UQ,...,Xn = Un) = PEO(Xl = Un_l,XQ = Un_g,...,Xn = Uo).

See [24] for details. The following lemma can be proven using Lemma 2.1. It was first
proven analytically in [22], and its probabilistic proof was first given in [24]. Let H be the
graph made by reversing all edges of H and keeping the same weights.?, and let Py be the
associated measure on )y .

Lemma 2.2 (25|, Lemma 3.1). If the graph H has zero divergence, then the law of w is Py;.

In other words, drawing an environment w according to Py and then time-reversing it is
the same as reversing the edges of H to get H and then drawing an environment according
to Py. This lemma implies that the probability, under Py, of taking any loop is equal to
the probability, under P, of taking the reversed loop. Indeed, for our purposes, the use of
Lemma 2.2 comes from the following corollary.

_ "Formally, if e = (a,b), then let & = (b,a). Then define w(é) = w(e) and E={é:ec E}. Now let
H=(V,E, ).

12



3 RECURRENCE AND TRANSIENCE

Corollary 2.3. Let H be as described above, and let x,y € V' such that there is an edge e
from y to x in H. Then, letting H, denote the first positive hitting time of x,

1. The law of P3(Xg _, =y) under Py is the law of P (X1 = y) = w(z,y) under Py.

2. Py (Xg,_1 =) = BR(Xy = y) = =20
The formula for the probability as a fraction comes from either Lemma 2.1 or the fact
that the expectation of a beta random variable with parameters (a, b) is part
The next lemma we recall was proven by Tournier [29]. We will refer to it as Tournier’s
lemma. For a set S C V, define
Bs = Z w(e). (3)

e€eS, e¢S

This parameter g is the sum of the weights of all edges exiting the set S.

Lemma 2.4 (see [29], Theorems 1 and 2). Let H = (V U {30}, E,w) be a finite weighted
directed graph with O a unique sink reachable from every other site. We denote by Py the
corresponding Dirichlet distribution on environments.

For every s > 0, the following statements are equivalent:

1. Ey[EE[N,)*] < o0.
2. For every strongly connected subset S of V with x € S, Bs > s.

In particular, by letting s = 1, we see that E},[V,] < oo if and only if for every strongly
connected subset S of V' containing z, g > 1. The formulation given in Theorem 1 of [29] is
in terms of strongly connected sets of edges rather than vertices, but implies ours. Tournier
defines a set A of edges to be strongly connected if all heads and tails of edges in A can
communicate only through A, and for such a set defines 54 to be the sum of weights of edges
that are not in A but share tails with edges in A. Every (g for a set S of vertices is 4 for
the set A of edges between vertices in S. On the other hand, for any strongly connected set
A of edges, one can take S to be the set of heads or tails of edges in A and take A’ to be the
set of edges between vertices in S (so that A C A’). Then s = fa < B4. From this, one
can check that Tournier’s formulation implies ours.

3 Recurrence and Transience

In this section, we are to prove the characterization of recurrence and directional transience
given in Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Case 1: k1 > 0. This follows from [30, Corollary 1], but we outline
the proof for the one-dimensional case. We are to show that lim,,_,. % = 00, ]P’nga.s. The
steps are as follows:

(a) Show that PG (H>ps < H) is bounded away from 0 as M approaches co. (This is shown
in [30, Theorem 1]).

13



3 RECURRENCE AND TRANSIENCE

2 g g @ [ g
1 Qi ai i ol —
[ ]
O a_q @, a_q ®, a_q @ a_q ©\

o =5

K1

Figure 2: The graph G,

(b) Taking limits, conclude that P%(H<o = 00) > 0, implying the walk is transient to the
right with positive probability.

(c) Use the 0-1 law [18, Theorem 11] to conclude that if the probability of transience to the
right is positive, it is 1.

We outline the proof of (a) for convenient reference. For M > R + L, we consider a
weighted directed graph Gy with vertex set [0, M]. Each vertex in [1, M — 1] has the same
edges with the same weights as those on G, except that edges that would terminate at points
less than zero are simply edges to the point 0, and edges that would terminate at points
greater than M are simply edges to the point M. If this would result in multi-edges, each
multi-edge is replaced with a single edge whose weight is the sum of the weights in the multi-
edge; however, we leave the multi-edges in our illustrations in order to show more clearly
where this occurs. Based on the edges and weights we’ve described so far, zero divergence
already holds at points from R+ 1 to M — L — 1, but points to the left of R and to the
right of M — L are “missing” incoming weights from vertices to the left of 0 and to the
right of M, respectively. Therefore, to each vertex 1 < j < R, we add an edge from 0 with
weight Zf; ;Q (depicted in Figure 2 as a multi-edge) in order to achieve zero divergence at j.
Likewise, to each edge M — L < 57 < M, we add an edge from M with weight Zﬁﬁ_L Qi M-
Based on these weights, the site 0 has incoming weight d~ and outgoing weight d*, and the
site M has incoming weight d* and outgoing weight d~. To adjust for this, we add a special
edge from M to 0 with weight dt — d~ = k.

Now the graph satisfies the zero-divergence property. This is the graph G, pictured in
Figure 2. For now, the usefulness of G,; comes from the following claim, which we prove in
its entirety because the ideas in its proof will be referenced several times throughout this

paper.
Claim 1.1.1.
PE(HZM<HSO):]P)2M(HM<HO)7 O0<ax< M. (4)

To prove this, consider for each environment w on Z a modified environment w’, where
transition probabilities between sites in [1, M — 1] are the same as in w, but for each i €
(M — R, M — 1], (i, M) = 3,55, w(4,7), and for each i € [1, R], w'(i,0) = > . qw(i, j).
Then by construction, a walk drawn according to P? for any x strictly between 0 and M
and stopped when it hits 0 or M follows the same law (except possibly for the terminating
site) as the law of a walk drawn according to P? and stopped when it reaches (—oo,0] or

14



3 RECURRENCE AND TRANSIENCE

[M, 00). In particular,
Pﬁ(HZM<H§0>:P$/<HM<HO>7 O<z< M.

On the other hand, by the amalgamation property of Dirichlet random vectors, we also see
that for every y € [1, M — 1], the law of (w')” under Py is a Dirichlet distribution, and in
fact is the same as the law of w” under Fg,,. Hence, for each 0 < x < M, we have

PG(H>m < Heo) = Eg [PJ(H>n < Heo)]
= Eg [ij/(HM < Ho)]
- EQM [Pf(HM < HO)]
=P (Hy < Hy).

This proves the claim. )
From Corollary 2.3 (2), we can get Pg (Hy < Hy) > 5. We can use Claim 1.1.1 to

show that P (Hy < Hy) < PE(H>n < H<p). Putting the two together, we get

PE(Hsp < Heo) > S_i
for all M. By independence of sites, we then have
Pg(Hsm < Heo) > Pg(X1 = R)PG(H>um < Heo)
> Pg(X1 = R) o
This is the bound we needed to finish case 1.

Case 2: k1 < 0. This follows from Case 1 by symmetry.

Case 3: k1 = 0.

Again, let M > R+ L. We will define a graph H,; with vertex set [—M, M]. The edges
in H s are defined in much the same way as those in G,;: for vertices other than endpoints,
edges are the same, except that edges with heads to the left of —M and the right of M
become edges to —M and M, respectively (again, multi-edges can be amalgamated into
single edges to fit our definitions, but we leave multi-edges in our illustration for clarity).
As in the case of Gy, we add edges from the left and right endpoints to vertices nearby as
needed to achieve zero divergence on those vertices, but since d* = d~, no edge from M to
—M is then needed to achieve zero divergence at the endpoints. Finally, we add edges of
weight 1 from 0 to —M and from —M to 0, which maintains the zero-divergence condition
(the weight 1 is arbitrary; any positive weight would work). An example of the graph H,,
is depicted in Figure 3.

Assume for a contradiction that the walk on Z is transient, Pg—a.s. By the 0-1 law of
[18] it is directionally transient; and without loss of generality assume it is transient to the
right. We define T_p;_,0 = inf{n € N: X,, = 0,X,,_; = —M}. Note that {Hy = T_p_} =
{Xg,_1 = —M} is the event that the first return to zero is by the special edge. We make
the following claim.

Claim 1.1.2. There exists ¢ < 1 such that for all large enough M, PQ%(HQ =T o) <c.
That is, the probability, starting from —M, that the first visit to 0 is by the special edge
from M to 0, is bounded away from 1.

15



3 RECURRENCE AND TRANSIENCE

Figure 3: The graph Hy;, with L =R =2

To prove the claim, it suffices to show that ]P);[A]j (Hy # T_pr—0) is bounded away from
0. Recall that mo > max(L, R) is large enough that every interval of length mg is strongly
connected in G. Let M > m. We then have

min P4 (Hy < Higmg—1c) = b >0, (5)

0<i<R—1
and b does not depend on M. Now by independence of sites and the strong Markov property,

Piyy (Ho 7 Tars) = Py (Xo = R — M)Py [ (Hzo < Heoaryr) | min Py (Ho < Higmg-1y)

QR _

Again, the equality comes from either Lemma 2.1 or the expectation of a beta random
variable, along with (5). But arguing along the same lines as in Claim 1.1.1, we can see
that paths that do not exit (—M, M) have the same probability under P;**% and ]P;/A‘j il
Therefore, we have
Pﬁ%+R(HZO < H<—M+R) = P§M+R(HZO < H<—M—|—R)
> P (He_pyr = 00)
= ]P’g(H<0 =00) > 0. (7)

Now (6) and (7) together give us
PoM(Hy £ Tovrso) > “EPY(Hoy = 00)b
Hay \ 110 —M—0 = gr 9 <0—OO)-
Because the last term is positive and does not depend on M, our claim is proven.
We now note, by Corollary 2.3 (2),
- 1
0 _ _ 0 _ _
Py, (Ho =T ps0) =Py (Xh1=-M) = p———

On the other hand, we also have IP’%M (X1 =-M) = Now we have

1
1+c—+ct

PY, (Ho =T pro0) <P, (X1 = —M)PM (Hy = T_pr0) + PS,, (X1 # =M, H_y; < Hp),
which can be rewritten as

1 1 —M (7 0 7
1ttt < = +C+PHM(HO = T_M_>()> +PHM(X1 7é —M, H_M < Ho) (8)

For now, assume this claim.
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3 RECURRENCE AND TRANSIENCE

Claim 1.1.3. The second term of the right hand side of (8) approaches 0 as M — oo.
By Claim 1.1.2, P;M(Hy = T_pr0) < ¢ < 1 for all M. Taking the limsup as M
approaches infinity in (8) therefore yields the contradiction
1 1 1
< c < .
l+c +ct 7 14c +c* 1l+c +ct

This completes the proof, pending Claim 1.1.3, which we now prove. We must show that
the expectation, under Py, of PO(X, # —M, H_y; < Hy), approaches 0. Because P%(X; #
—M,H_y < H, 0) is bounded between 0 and 1, this is equivalent to showing that it approaches
0 in probability.

First note that for Py—a.e. environment w, we have

PY(X, # —M,H_y; < Hy) < max Pi(H_y < Ho).
This is because a walk from 0 that does not immediately step to —M but hits —M before
returning to 0 must first visit one of the sites in [—L, —1]. Now for almost every environment,
we also have for z € [-L, —1],

P‘f(H_M < Ho) < Pj(H_M < H[QR—H) + PCZC(H[O,R_” < H_M) 0<IZI1<8£(_1 P:,(H_M < Ho)
< max PY(H_py < Hp p-1)) + ,nax P! (H_p < Hy). (9)
But
[ nax Pi(H_p < Hy) < ng%aélpg(ﬂ[_h_” < Hy) _jmax P*(H_p < Hy), (10)

again because the walk must first visit [—L, —1] if it is to hit —M before 0. Combining (9)
and (10), we get

max P*(H_p < Hp) < max PY(H .y < Hig py)+ max P (Hp_r,-1 < Hy) max P*(H_y < H).

—L<w<-1 —L<y<— 0<i<R—1 —L<z<—1
Rearranging terms then gives us

max_r<y<—1 BY(H _n < Hjor1)

PI(H_y < Hy) < -
_Lrgi?%(—l W( M 0) - 1- maxXg<;<R-1 P&(H[_L’_l] < Ho)

The numerator and denominator are independent under Pj,,. Since the denominator is
almost surely positive, it suffices to show that the numerator approaches 0 in probability.
But again arguing as in Claim 1.1.1, we see that the distribution of max_j<,<_1 PY(H_y <
Hyp r—1)) under Py, is the distribution of max_p<,<_1 PY(H<_yn < Hjp—1]) under P;. By
non-transience to the left, the latter approaches 0 Pg—a.s. as M increases. This proves Claim
1.1.3, and with it Theorem 1.1. O
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4 AN ABSTRACT BALLISTICITY CRITERION

4 An abstract ballisticity criterion

The main goal of this section is to prove Lemma 1.3, which says that a walk is ballistic if
and only if E°[N] < oo.

Before we can characterize when the almost-sure limiting velocity v is positive, we must
first note that it exists. This has been shown under an ellipticity assumption too strong for
our model [9], but it can be proven in the more general case with standard techniques. The
proof for the recurrent case (where, necessarily, v = 0) can be done by a slight modification
of arguments in [32]. The proof for the directionally transient case follows [16] in defining
regeneration times (1y)5,. Let 75 := 0, and for k > 1, define

T r=min{n > 7,_; : X,, > X for all j <n, X, <X for all j > n}. (11)

), and (7, — Tyo1)0, are id.d. Using
these regeneration times, we are able to derive a formula for v, as well as a characterization
in terms of hitting times.

A crucial fact is that the sequences (X, — X,

Proposition 4.1. Let P be a probability measure on Qg satisfying (C1), (C2), and (C3).
Then the following hold:

1. There is a P'—almost sure limiting velocity

0 _
et Ko B o)

_ 12
n—co n Elr — 7] (12)

where the numerator is always finite, and the fraction is understood to be 0 if the
denominator is infinite.

: H> 1
2. lim,_,o =% =

=t = - where % is understood to be oo if v = 0.

We outline some details of the argument for Proposition 4.1 in Appendix A.
For the rest of this section, assume P satisfies (C1), (C2), (C3), and (C4). We also use
regeneration times to derive the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. For any a,c € 7Z,
1< 1
lim — N, = —, P*—a.s.
T—00 U kZ:; k v

If v =0, then the limit is infinity.

Proof. Fix a. Recall that N, ,§*°°“) is the amount of time the walk spends at k before H>,.
Then for = > c,

c—1 x—1
H>x 1 (—o0,z) 1 (—o0,z)
20 _ 2 N e L 2N (o),

The first term approaches 0 almost surely by assumption (C4); hence, by Proposition 4.1

(2),
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z—1

1 1
lim — Y NP = = pagg 13
Jim ) N = Pas (1)

We note that Ny and N, ,Efoo’x) differ only if the walk backtracks and visits k after reaching
[z,00). The sum, over all k < x, of these differences, is the total amount of time the walk
spends to the left of x after H>,, and it is bounded above by the time from H>, to the next
regeneration time (defined as in (11)), which is in turn bounded above by 7y — Ty@)-1
where J(z) is the (random) j such that 7;_; < H>, < 7;. Hence

Assume v = 0. Then by (13), the left side of (14) approaches co as x approaches oo, and
therefore so does the middle. On the other hand, suppose v > 0. By (12), E[rn — 7] < o0.

8
Ju

1

Nk < N E[TJ(w) = T7(x)-1] (14)

SR
P
SR

B
I
B
I

C C

Then by the strong law of large numbers, ™ — E[r, — 71] < oo, which implies that ===
approaches 0. Since J(z) < x + 1, the term [TJ( ) — TJ(z)—1) approaches zero almost surely;
hence the Squeeze Theorem ylelds the desn"ed result. O

Suppose for now that R = 1. Then, for almost every w, it is possible to define a bi-infinite
walk X = (X, )nez whose “right halves” are distributed like random walks under w. From
each site a, run a walk according to the transition probabilities given by w until it reaches
a + 1 (which occurs in finite time P?%-a.s. for P-a.e. w). Concatenating all of these walks
then gives, up to a time shift®, a unique walk X = (X,,)nez such that for any x € Z, the
distribution of (X;)32,,, conditioned on X, = z, is P¥. We may think of X as a walk from
—o0 to oo in the environment w.

With a bit more work, we can define a similar bi-infinite walk in the general case R > 0.
Call the set of vertices ((k — 1)R, kR] the kth level of Z, and for x € Z, let [[z]]r denote
the level containing x. Let w be a given environment. From each point a € Z, run a
walk according to the transition probabilities given by w until it reaches the next level (i.e.,
[[a + R]]r). This will happen P%-a.s. for P-a.e. w, by transience to the right and because
it is not possible to jump over a set of length R. Do this independently at every point for
every level. This gives what we’ll call a cascade: a set of (almost surely finite) walks indexed
by Z, where the walk indexed by a € Z starts at a and ends upon reaching level [[a + R]|g.
Then for almost every cascade, concatenating these finite walks gives, for each point a, a
right-infinite walk X* = (X2)>° . Let P, be the probability measure we have just described
on the space of cascades, and let P= P x P,,.

It is crucial to note that by the strong Markov property, the law of X under P, is the
same as the law of X under P%, which also implies that the law of X under PP is the same
as the law of X under P*.

For each = € Z, let the “coalescence event” C, be the event that all the walks from level
[[x — R]]g first hit level [[z]]g at x. On the event C,, we say a coalescence occurs at x.

5Choose, for example, the time shift where X = 0 and where X,, < 0 whenever n < 0.
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Lemma 4.3. Let £ be the event that all the X* are transient to the right, that all steps to
the left and right are bounded by L and R, respectively, and that infinitely many coalescences
occur to the left and to the right of 0. Then P(&;) = 1.

Proof. Boundedness of steps has probability 1 by assumption (C3), and by assumption (C4)
all the walks X are transient to the right with probability 1. Now for k£ > 2 and = € Z, let
C.r be the event that all the walks from level [[x — R]|g first hit level [[x]]r at = without
ever having reached [[x — kR]|r. Choose k large enough that P(Cy ) > 0; then under the law
P, the events {Chirk}nez are all independent and have equal, positive probability. Thus,
infinitely many of them will occur in both directions, P-a.s. By definition, C,; C C,, and
so infinitely many of the events C, occur in both directions, P-a.s. O

Assume the environment and cascade are in the event &;. Let (zx)rez be the locations of
coalescence events (with xy the smallest non-negative x such that C, occurs). By definition
of the zy, for every k and for every a to the left of [[xi]|r, Hi),(X?) = Hy, (X?) < 0.
Now for j < k, it necessarily holds that z; is to the left of [[z]] g, since there can be only one
xy per level. Define v(j, k) := H,, (X%). By definition of the walks X®, we have for j < k,
n >0,

k

Xnil/(j,k)

= X, (15)
From this one can easily check that the v(j, k) are additive; that is, for j < k < ¢, we have
v(j,0) = v(j, k) +v(k,£). Because all the X7 agree with each other in the sense of (15), we
may define a single, bi-infinite walk X = (X, )nez that agrees with all of the X®*. For n > 0,
let X,, = X20. For n < 0, choose j < 0 such that v/(j,0) > |n|, and let X,, = X:(jj,o)f|n|' This
definition is independent of the choice of j, because if j < k < 0 with v(k,0) > |n|, then by
(15) and the additivity of the v(j, k), we have

— X

X =X v(k,0)—|n|"

v(5,0)=|n| v(j:k)+v(k,0)—|n|
We may then define N, :=#{n €7Z: X, =z} to be the amount of time the walk X spends
at . Thus, N, = lim,, o N,(X?).

Lemma 4.4. Both of the sequences (X®)uez and (N;)zez are stationary and ergodic.

Proof. For a given environment, the cascade that defines X may be generated by a (count-
able) family U = (Uy), oy 4ez, Of 1.d. uniform random variables on [0, 1]. For such a collec-
tion, and an a € Z, let U* be the projection (Uf), .y Given an environment w, the finite
walk from a to level [[a + R]|r may be generated using the first several U?. (One of the U?
is used for each step. Once the walk terminates, the rest of the U} are not needed, but one
does not know in advance how many will be needed.) Let &* = (w*, U%), and & = (@0%)4ez-
Define the left shift 6 by 0(@) := (@"+!)pez. Then (&%)yez is an i.i.d. sequence. We have
X0 = X&) and X* = X°(0%%). Similarly, Ng = No(@) and N, = No(6*@). So it suffices
to show that X° and N, are measurable. The measurability of X° is obvious. For N, let
Ao be the event that:

(a) for some z < 0, a coalescence event Cj . (as defined in the proof of Lemma 4.3) occurs
with —B <x — kR < x < 0, so that X agrees with X” to the right of z;
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b) NBP(xe > (, where N, =B.Bl is the amount of time the walk spends at x before
0 0
exiting [— B, B|; and

(c) none of the walks from sites a € [—B, B] uses more than r of the random variables U?.

On this event, Ny is seen to be at least £ by looking only within [—B, B] and only at the
first r uniform random variables at each site. The event A p, is measurable, because it is
a measurable function of finitely many random variables, and the event { Ny > /} is, up to
a null set, simply the union over all r, then over all B, and then over all k£ of these events.
Thus, Ny is measurable. O]

We now give the connection between N, and the limiting velocity v.

Lemma 4.5. v = m. Consequently, the walk is ballistic if and only if E[Ng] < co.

We note that a similar formula for the limiting speed in the ballistic case can be obtained
from [11, Theorem 6.12] for discrete-time RWRE on a strip, although the probabilistic in-
terpretation is less explicit, and an ellipticity assumption that does not hold for Dirichlet
RWRE is required.

Proof. By Lemma 4.4 and Birkhoft’s Ergodic theorem, for any ¢ € Z we have
lim iﬁ _ E[N,], P-
Jim — 2 k= o], P-a.s.
Fix a € Z. For large enough k, N.(X?) = N,. We therefore get

1
lim —
n—oo N

D Ni(X") = E[No], P-as.
k=c

It follows that
lim — " Ny(X) = E[No], P*a.s.

By Lemma 4.2, we get v = E[%o}' [

Now we can see that the walk is ballistic if and only if E[No] < co. In order to prove
Lemma 1.3, we need to compare E[Ny] with E°[N].

Lemma 4.6. E[Ny] < E°[N).

Proof. 1f E°[Ny] = oo, the inequality is trivial. Assume, therefore, that E°[No] < oo.
Note that lim, o No(X™*) = Ny, P-a.s. Assuming we are able to interchange a limit
with an expectation, we have

E[N,] =E [lim NO(X‘”)]

T—r00

= lim E [No(X™")] (16)

T—00

= lim E~7[No(X)].

T—00
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But each term E~*[Ny(X)] = E[E;*[No]] is less than E°[Ny| = E[E2[No]], since E*[No] =
P;%(Hy < 00)E°[Ny]. Therefore, we may conclude E[Ny] < E°[Ny], provided we can justify
(16). To do this, we will apply the dominated convergence theorem, noting that No(X ™) <
max;_ p<y<o No(X?) for all x > R. To see that the latter has finite expectation, we have

B | o No(X0)] £ 3 EIN(XY)
= 3 BIENX]
= 3 BIRIN]

E [PY(Ho < 00)EJ[Nol]

< E [EJ[Nol]

This allows us to justify our use of the dominated convergence theorem, completing the
proof. ]

We must now handle the case where E°[Ny] = co. Our first step is to prove Lemma 1.2,
which states that v > 0 if and only if E°[H>] < oo.

Proof of Lemma 1.2. Suppose E°[H>1(X)] < oo. Then for P,-almost every cascade, we
have

1
< - Ho (X, (17)

where the inequality comes from the fact that if X° hits [k — 1,00) at k — 1, then it follows
the same path from there as X*~1, while if it hits [k — 1, 00) at a point to the right of k — 1,
then Hsy, — H>,p—1; = 0. By Birkhoft’s Ergodic Theorem, the right side P-a.s. approaches

E[H>1(X")] = E°[H>1]. Now we know from Proposition 4.1 that lim, . 3~ = 1, so the
subsequence H;E(XO) must have the same limit. Since, for x > R, we have
Hs,
X%>$—|—R - x - X%>x—R’
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HZJC(XO)
xT

we get = = lim, o0 . Applying (17), we get

Therefore, if E°[H>;] < oo, then v > 0.
On the other hand, suppose E°[H>;] = co. We will show that v = 0.

Claim 1.2.1. E [minlSiSR HZR—l—l(Xi)] = Q.

By assumptions (C1), (C2), and (C3), we still have an my > max(L, R) large enough
that every interval of length my is irreducible, P—a.s. Let A be the event that

e For eachi=1,...,R— 1, the walk X* hits R before leaving [R — mq + 1, R].
e The walk X7 first exits [R — mg + 1, R] by hitting R — my.

Then under P, the quenched probability of A is independent of w<f~"0_ Now, on the event
A, the minimum minj<;<g H>p11(X') is attained for i = R, since all the other walks take
time to get to R and then simply follow X®. Now on A, Hsg,;(X?) is greater than the
amount of time it takes for the walk X' to cross back to [R —mq + 1, 00) after first hitting
R — my. The quenched expectation of this time, conditioned on A, is EX~™[Hsp_041] by
the strong Markov property, and this depends only on w<#~™0  Hence

. LrgniignR H>R+1(Xi)] > E [P,(A)E,[H>p 1 (XT)|A]]
> E [Py(A)ES ™ [Hz pome1 (X))
= P(A)E" ™ [H> g o1 (X)]
= P(A)E[H>1(X)]

This proves our claim. Now for = > 1,

HZ:DR—‘,—I(X_O) Z HZI(XO) + Z 1I<nii<nR HZkR—‘,—l(X(k_l)R—H)'
k=1 —

Dividing by xR and taking limits as © — 0o, we get lim, ., HE“Z;IQ()@) = oo, P-a.s. by
Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem. Hence lim,_, Hz%ﬁl(x) = 00, P%a.s. It follows that v = 0. [

Now we can handle the case E°[Ny] = oo.

Proposition 4.7. If E°[Ny| = oo, then v = 0.
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Proof. Suppose E°[Ny] = co. We want to show that v = 0. By Lemma 1.2, it suffices to
show that E°[Hs,] = oo.

Now Nj is the total number of visits the walk makes to 0. These visits may be sorted
based on the farthest point to the right that the walk has hit in the past at the time of each
visit. As in the proof of Lemma 4.2, we use N,i_oo’x) to denote the amount of time the walk
spends at k before H>,. Thus, for a walk started at 0 we get

No=3" (Ng‘“”””“) - Ng—ow) . (18)

=0

Taking expectations on both sides, we get

ED[NO] — Z E [Eg [Néfoo,erl) _ Néfoo,m):H (19)
=0

Now NS and N{™"*) can only differ if the walk hits [z, 0c) at . Conditioned on this
event, the distribution under PJ of the walk (X,,4 5., )52, is the distribution of X under PZ.
Thus,

B [N§o ) — N0 = PY(Xr,, = @) B [N (20)
Combining (19) and (20), we get

By stationarity,

E°[No] < SB[ NG
=0

>t
=0
= E°[H>1].
If E°[Ny] = oo, it follows that E°[H>;], and by Lemma 1.2, v = 0. O

= E°

We can now complete the proof of our main lemma.

Proof of Lemma 1.5. Assume the walk is transient to the right. If E°[Ny] = oo, the conclu-
sion is that of Proposition 4.7. Otherwise, combining Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6 gives v > 0. The
left-transient case follows by symmetry. By the 0-1 law of [18], the remaining case is where
the walk is recurrent. This implies that Ny = oo, P’a.s., so that E°[Ny] = co. Because
v = 0 in the recurrent case, the lemma is true. O
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5 Ballistic parameters

We now return to the Dirichlet model. In this section, we will characterize ballisticity in terms
of L, R, and the parameters (a;) ;. Lemma 1.3 tells us that the walk is ballistic precisely
when the quantity E}[No] = Eg[E[No]] is finite. Although we cannot usually calculate this
expectation, we are able to characterize when it is finite in terms of our Dirichlet parameters.
We assume throughout this section that x; > 0, so that the walk is transient to the right,
and we examine the integrability of E°[Ny] under P;. In fact, we generalize the question,
examining when Eg[E°[Ny|*] < oo for s > 0. The goal of this section is to prove Theorems
1.4, 1.5, and 1.6. Theorem 1.7 then easily follows from Theorem 1.6 and Lemma 1.3.

5.1 Finite traps: the parameter x

In this subsection, we use Tournier’s lemma to study the existence of finite traps—finite sets
in which the walk is expected to spend an infinite amount of time before exiting under the
annealed measure.

We note that although Tournier’s lemma is stated for a finite graph, it can readily
be applied to walks that are killed upon exiting a finite subset of an infinite graph. In
particular, for any positive integer M, the annealed expected number of visits to 0 before
exiting [—M, M] is infinite if and only if there is a strongly connected subset S of [—M, M]
containing 0 such that gg < 1.

This discussion motivates us to define, for our graph G, the quantity

Ko := inf{fg : S C Z finite, strongly connected}. (21)

Recall that Theorem 1.4 states the equivalence of the following statements (where N is the
amount of time the walk spends at 0 before first exiting S):

(a) Ko < s.

b) For all sufficiently large M, Eg |E° NIMO = Q.
g w 0

(c) For some M >0, Eg [Eg [NéfM,M]] ] — .

The proof is essentially a straightforward application of Tournier’s lemma as we have just
discussed; however, in order to handle the boundary case s = kg, we first need to show
that the infimum in the definition of kg is actually a minimum. For example, in the case
ko = s = 1, showing that kg is a minimum means showing that there is actually a finite set
containing 0 that the walk is expected to get stuck in for an infinite amount of time. We
also give an algorithm to compute kq.

Proposition 5.1. The infimum kg for the graph G is actually a minimum attained by a set
S C Z. Moreover, there is an integer M, which may be calculated from L, R, and the weight
assignments (o;)_p<i<r, such that the infimum is attained on a subset S with diameter at
most M. Hence ko can be calculated directly.
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By translation invariance of the graph G, this implies that it is possible to compute ¢ by
looking at strongly connected subsets S with diameter no more than M and with leftmost
point 0.

Proof. We prove this in a series of claims. Recall that my > max(L, R) is large enough that
every interval of length my is strongly connected.

Claim 5.1.1. ko < d" +d".

To prove this claim, it suffices to exhibit a finite, strongly connected set S C Z with
Bs =dt+d~. Let S = [0,mg—1]. Then S is strongly connected. Now fs is the total weight
of edges from [0,my — 1] to other vertices. Since m > max(L, R), it is easy to check that
this is exactly d* + d~.

Claim 5.1.2. Let S C Z be a finite, strongly connected set of vertices. If x is a vertex to
the left or to the right of S, then Bsy( > Bs.

The quantity fs is the sum of all weights from vertices in S to vertices not in S. The
quantity Bsu(s) counts all same weights, except for weights of edges from S to z, and it also
counts weights of edges from z to vertices not in S U {z}. If z is to the right of S, then the
total weight of edges from S to x cannot be more than ¢t, because ¢t is the total weight
into x from all vertices to the left of . On the other hand, ¢* is also the total weight from
x to all vertices to the right of , which are necessarily not in SU{z}. Thus, the additional
weight from x to the right at least makes up for any weight into x from S. This proves the
claim in the case that x is to the right of A, and a similar argument proves the symmetric
case.

Remark 5.1. Note the importance of the assumption that x is to the left or right of S. If x
is in between some of the vertices of S, then it is certainly possible that Bsuq,1 < Bs. See
Examples B.7 and B.S.

Claim 5.1.3. Let S be a finite, strongly connected subset of Z. Say that a vertex z € S is
insulated if every site reachable in one step from x is also in S. Then if x < y are consecutive
non-insulated vertices in .S with y — x > my, it must be the case that all vertices between x
and y are in S.

Suppose there are two consecutive non-insulated vertices z,y € S with y — x > my.
Because my > max(L, R), there must be other vertices from S strictly between x and y in
order for S to contain a path from x to y and y to x. By assumption, all such vertices are
insulated. Therefore, if there is an edge from a vertex in (x,y) NS to another vertex in (x,y),
then the latter vertex must also be in .S, and since it is strictly between z and y, it must also
be insulated. Applying this fact repeatedly, we see that any two vertices that communicate
within (x,y) are either both insulated in S or both in S Since the length of (z,y) is at
least myg, all sites in the interval communicate, and so all are in S.

Claim 5.1.4. The infimum k, is attained as a minimum; sy = g, for some Sy. Moreover,
there is an algorithm to find it.
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Let € be the smallest weight any edge in G has, let N be an integer such that Ne > dt+d~,
and let M = (N — 1)(mg) (note this implies M > myg). Then if S is a set of vertices with
diameter greater than M, it must either have at least N non-insulated vertices or have
consecutive non-insulated vertices that differ by more than mg. If there are at least N non-
insulated vertices, then there is an edge from each of these to at least one vertex outside of
S, which means 8¢ > Ne > dt +d~ > kg, the last inequality coming from Claim 5.1.1. On
the other hand, if two consecutive non-insulated vertices x < y differ by more than mg, then
[z,y] € S by Claim 5.1.3. Now f,, = d* +d~, and vertices to the left and to the right of
[z,y] can only increase S by Claim 5.1.2. Thus, Sg > d* + d~ > kg. Therefore, one can
compute kg by looking only at g for subsets S of Z with diameter no larger than M (note
that this includes [0, mo — 1], which has Sjo m,—1) = d* +d~). By shift invariance, one can in
fact look only at subsets of [0, M]. Since there are only finitely many such sets, the infimum
in the definition of kg is actually a minimum. Since a suitable M can be easily calculated
from L, R, and the «;, finding such an M and then examining all strongly connected subsets
of Z with leftmost point 0 and diameter < M gives us an algorithm to find . O

We are now able to prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. (a) = (b) Suppose ko < s. By Proposition 5.1, this means there
is a finite, strongly connected set S of vertices in Z such that Ss < s. By translation
invariance, we may assume 0 is the rightmost point of S. Let —M be large enough that
S C [-M,0]. By collapsing all vertices not in [—M, 0] into a sink and then arguing as in
Claim 1.1.1, we may apply Tournier’s lemma along with the amalgamation property to see

that Eg [Eg [N(Q‘M’O]H = 0.
(b) = (c) Immediate, since N(g_M’O] < Né_M’M].
(¢) = (a) Suppose FEg [Eg [N(E_M’M}] ] = oo. Again, collapsing all vertices not in

[—M, M] into a single sink, we may apply Tournier’s lemma to see that there is a strongly
connected set S C [—M, M] such that Sg < s. Hence ko < s. O

The method for finding x¢ given in the proof of Proposition 5.1 requires knowledge of the
a;, and the number of sets to examine grows exponentially in the smallest positive «;. We
prove in Appendix B that given only L, R, and the i for which a; > 0, ko can be expressed as
a minimum of finitely many positive integer combinations of the «;. If one has this formula,
then one may easily compute kg for any specific values of the «;.

Proposition 5.2. Given L, R, and the i for which o; > 0, kg is an elementary function (a
minimum of finitely many positive integer combinations) of the «;.

Notice that Proposition 5.2 would have sufficed in place of Proposition 5.1 to show that
the infimum in the definition of kg is a minimum, which is enough to prove Theorem 1.4.
Proposition 5.2 is stronger than Proposition 5.1 in that it shows, given the structure of the
graph G, that there is an elementary formula for ko that holds for all possible choices of
a;, whereas Proposition 5.1 gives kg as a minimum of B¢ for S in a set that is finite, but
whose size depends on the size of the ;. On the other hand, Proposition 5.2 is weaker
than Proposition 5.1 in that it does not provide an explicit algorithm for finding x¢. This
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Figure 4: The graph G,

is because we do not know of a general way to explicitly find the finite set N'* given in the
proof. Nevertheless, we do give examples in Appendix B where we are able to find this set
and thus give k¢ as a minimum of finitely many sums. We leave it as an open question to
find a general algorithm to do this.

5.2 Large-scale backtracking: The parameter x;

We have seen that the parameter k( controls moments of the quenched expected time a walk
spends at 0 before exiting a finite set. We will now show that in a similar way, x; controls
moments of backward traversals of arbitrarily large stretches of the graph.

In our proof of Theorem 1.1, we used the graphs G,,, finite graphs that looked like G
except near endpoints. Here, we consider these along with a “limiting graph” that is half
infinite. Let G, be a graph with vertex set [0,00). The graph G, contains all the same edges
between vertices to the right of 0 with the same weights as G. For vertices 1 <1 < L, there
is an edge from ¢ to 0 with weight Z?:kL a;—;. And to each vertex 1 < j < R is added an
edge from 0 with weight Ei ; Q-

The graph G, has zero divergence at all sites except 0, where the divergence is d* —d~ =
k1. Thus, in a sense there is a “net flow” of strength x; from 0 to infinity, and to motivate
the following lemma, the reader may imagine an edge “from oo to 07 with weight x;. In
some sense, the following lemma extends Corollary 2.3 (1) to this infinite graph. One can
prove it using a comparison between G and Gy;.

Lemma 5.3 ([30, Theorem 2]). Under Pg,, PY(Hy = o0) ~ Beta(ky,d”).

We will use Lemma 5.3 to prove Theorem 1.5 in two separate propositions. Recall that
for a given walk X and integers x < y, the quantity N, , = N, ,(X) is defined as the number
of trips from y to x.

Proposition 5.4. Suppose s > k1. Then the following hold:
1. Eg|E°[Ny]*] = cc.

2. For allx <y € Z, Eg[E°[N,,]*] = o0.

w

Like Theorem 1.4, this proposition not only gives a sufficient condition for zero speed,
but gives the reason for zero speed. If Ky < 1, the speed is zero because it takes a long time
for the walk to exit small traps; on the other hand, if k; < 1, the speed is zero because the
walk traverses large regions of Z many times.
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Proof.
Outline

The philosophy of the proof is that the components of a Dirichlet random vector become more
and more independent as their values become small. If (Y},Y3,Y3,Y)) is a Dirichlet vector
with parameters (a,b,c,d), and (X7, Xs) and (X3, X,) are independent Dirichlet vectors
with parameters (a,y) and (c, z), respectively, then P(X; < e, X5 <) < P(Y; <¢e,Y3 <)
as (¢,0) — (0,0). In other words, although these probabilities do not necessarily become
approximately equal (even if y = b and z = ¢), they are bounded by constant multiples of
each other. For each i = 1,..., R, the Dirichlet weight entering i from [1 — R,0] in G is the
same as the Dirichlet weight entering ¢ from 0 in G, . The goal of this proof is to exploit the
comparability of small-value probabilities and perform a coupling between (w(0,4))% ; under

Py, and <Z?:1Rw(j,i))é_l under Fg.

Actually, we will coupllzz vectors that distinguish between different edges to the same
vertex. Let By :={(i,j) : 1-R<i<0,1 <j<i+R,a;_; >0} be the set of right-oriented
edges in G that originate from or cross 0, and for every e = (i,j) € Ey, let a. = oj_;. We
consider random vectors Z = (Z),cp, and Y = (Y.),cp,, and a measure P’ such that the
distribution of (Z),cp, under P’ is the distribution of (w(i,)); jyep, under Fg, and such
that Y is a Dirichlet random vector with parameters (o )ceg,. The amalgamation property
implies that (Z?:l— R Y(,;’j))f:l is distributed like (w(0, /), under Py, . The idea is to define
a coupling event K, independent of Y and with positive probability, on which Z, <Y, for
all e. We do not quite accomplish this, but we come close enough that we are able to use Z
and Y to construct random environments w; and wq, drawn respectively according to Py and

Py, , such that on K, 2?21—1—2 le(g[1,R70} = 00) is bounded above by a constant multiple
of PBQ(ETO = 00). From Lemma 5.3 we get that Eg, [m} = 00, so our coupling gives

1
us B’ L
SR P}, (Hp—R,0=00)

analysis yields E3[N, ] = oc.

= o0o. This is enough to give us E}[No] = oo, and more careful

Groundwork for the coupling

Suppose the edges in Ey are enumerated as ey, . . ., ¢ in some way. (In fact, we will enumerate
them in a random way, yet to be described, but for now assume the enumeration is fixed.)
We have said how Z and Y will be distributed under P’. By the amalgamation property,
Z., and Y., are both beta random variables whose first parameter is «a,,. Their second
parameters may differ, but by (2) we nonetheless have P'(Z,, < ¢) < %1 < P'(Z,, < ¢),
where f(e) < g(e) means there exist positive constants ¢, C' such that cg(e) < f(e) < Cyg(e)
for all € € [0, 1].

Note that for 1 < i < k-1, Y] =

Y., Y., . .
i = ——— is a beta random variable,
1=305=1 Yey j=i Ye;

independent of Y,,,..., Y., ,, and with first parameter «., (this comes from the restriction
Yo,

1= Ve,
Ze,

o is a beta random variable, independent of Z,,,..., Z., .,
=500 Zej e —ey)

property, along with the amalgamation property). Let Y, := = 1. Likewise, for

1<i<k Z, =
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and with first parameter ae,. (We do not have Z,, = 1 a.s., because Z, corresponds to
an edge from a vertex ¢ < 0 to a vertex j > 0, and there are still edges from ¢ to vertices
to the left of 0.) By (2), P'(Z], < ¢) x &% x P (Y] < ¢), for 0 < i < k—1. Thus,
there exists a constant ¢ such that for all ¢ € [0,1], and for all i = 1,... k — 1, we have
P(Z, <e¢e)>cP(Y, <e¢). This ¢ may depend on the chosen permutation (ey, ..., ex) of
Ey, but there are only finitely many permutations, so we may assume c is small enough to
work for any of them. For each 1 <i <k, let Fyz be the cdf for Z/ , and let Qz be the
associated quantile function (since F; is continuous and strictly increasing on |0, 1], Qz s
simply the inverse of F z, restricted to the interval [0,1]). Similarly, for 1 < i < k, let ﬁyéi
and de/i be the cdf and quantile function for Ye’i.6 Choose ¢ to be an integer large enough
that % < ¢. Then

1
Fp, > 3Py, 1<i<k (22)

Now given Y' = (Y/,..., Y] ) and Z' = (Z] ,...,Z] ), we can recover Y and Z. First,

Y., =Y/ and Z,, = Zél,l and then if Y; and Z; are known for 1 < j <1, then the formulas for
Y. and Z;, can be used to find Y, and Z,. Therefore, one way to generate the vector Y is to
generate independent beta random variables Y/, Y/ ,..., Y/  with appropriate parameters
(which depend on the permutation (ey,...,ex)) and then use these to recover Y. Similarly,
Z can be generated by means of independent beta random variables Z; , ..., Z; . Under this
method, the chosen permutation (ey,...,ex) affects the parameters for the Y, and Z[ , as
well as the order in which they are put together, but the distributions of Y and Z, are the

same regardless of the chosen permutation.
The coupling

Our probability space is [0, 1]¥ x {0,..., £ —1}* x Qz. Let P’ be the product measure whose
marginals on €z are equal to Py, and whose marginals on [0, 1]* x {0, ..., ¢—1}* are uniform.
An element of our probability space will be of the form

<U17"'7Uk:7‘/17"'7‘//€7w)7

where the U; take values on [0, 1], the V; take integer values from 0 to £ — 1, and w can be
any environment on Z. Define the function W; := % Then the W, are i.i.d. uniform
[0, 1] under P".

Recall that w”? is the environment w to the right of 0; that is, if w = (w(a,b))a ez, then
w?? = (w(a,b))apez.as0- The values of Pi(Hy = oo) are determined by w”? for 1 < i < R.

For a given w”?, let (eq,...,ex) be a permutation of Ejy such that

i<j = PY%(Hy=o00)< P%(Hy=00). (23)

To get such an arrangement, sort vertices 1 < j < R in order of PJ(Hy = o), then sort the
edges (i,j) € Ep primarily according to the rank of j and secondarily according to the value
of 1.

6Since Y/ is identically 1, its cdf is 0 to the left of 1 and 1 at 1, and its quantile function is identically
1. All other Y/, have continuous cdfs and quantile functions.
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We can now use uniform random variables along with quantile functions to get Z’' =
(Zeys-- 0 Ze,) and Y = (Y],..., Y] ). Letting Z; = Q7 (W1) gives us the desired distribu-
tion for each Z under P’, and letting Y, = Qy; (U1) gives us the desired distribution for
each Y, . This gives us Y’ and Z', from which Wezmay then recover Z and Y. Even though
the specific permutation (eq, ..., ex) is used along with the U; in defining Y, the distribution
of Y is the same for any fixed permutation, and so Y is independent of w. Similarly, Z is
also independent of w.

Define the coupling event K to be the event that V; = ... = V, = 0, the walk is
transient to the right, P,-a.s., and w(i,j) > 0 iff a;_; > 0 for all 7,5 € Z. Because these
last two conditions each have P’ probability 1, K is independent of w as well as Y, and
has positive probability P'(K) = (%)k On K, W; = %Ui for 1 <i < R. Let t € [0,1].
Then Qzéi(%t) is the unique z such that Fy, (z) = 4t. For this z, applying (22) gives us
st > %Fyﬁ/i (v), or t > Fy, (z). Applying the increasing function Qy; to both sides, we get
Qv (t) 2z =Qz, (7t). This is true for all ¢ € [0,1], so on the event K, we have

ZL<Y!, i=1,...k (24)

We now describe how to use Z, Y, and w to create environments w; and w,, drawn
according to Py and Fg, , respectively. For i,7 > 0, let wy(,j) = wa(7,7) = w(i,j). We also
let wy(i,7) = w(i,j) for i > 0 and any j < 0. But for w,, transition probabilities from positive
to negative vertices are “collapsed” to 0. That is, for i > 0, we let w(i,0) = > . gw(i, 7).
By the amalgamation property, one can check that transition probabilities at sites greater
than 0 are drawn according to g, . Moreover, for 7 > 1, we have

P}, (H<o = 00) = P.,(Hy = c0) (25)

Then let wy(0,7) = Z?:l—R Yi ), j = 1,...,R. By the distribution of Y and the fact
that it is independent of w, transition probabilities at sites greater than or equal to 0 of
wy are drawn according to Pg, (sites less than 0 don’t matter, so for example we can let
wa(%,7) = 1= whenever i < 0).

For i ¢ [1 — R, 0], and for all j, let wi(i,5) = w(i,j). For i € [l — R,0] and for all j > 0
with (,7) € Eo, let wi(i,j) = Zi ). Foralli € [1 — R,0] and j < 0, we keep w; (i, j) the
same as w(i, j), but scaled to ensure that »_;wi(i,j) = 1. That is,

wi (i, J) = (1 - ZZ(”)> %

r>0

. . Ly Wl(iJ) — w(ivj) 1C-
Notice that under this definition, (—Zr<0w1(iv7")>7«§0 <Zr<0“’(iv7°)>r§0' By the restric
w(i,4)

tion property, <m>r<0 is independent of (w(i,7)),., under Py, and by the way we

have defined wy, (%) is independent of (Z(;,))r~o under P’. Therefore, since
r<0 ’ TSO
L)

(Z(ir))r>0 w (w(i,7)),50 by construction, we have (wi (i, j)); L (w(i, ), for each i, and the
transition probability vectors are all independent. Hence the law of w; is Pg.
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Comparing sums of probabilities

The goal for this part of the proof is to show that on the event K,

Z Ze,Po(Hey = 00) < C Z Y., PSi(Hy = o0) (26)

for some deterministic constant C. Note that the sum on the right side of (26) is equal to
PB2 (I:—,() = OO)

By (25), we could get (26) by showing that Z,, < CY,, for all i. However, achieving
this precisely would require a more elaborate coupling. The difficulty is that if, for example,
Y., is very close to 1, all other Y, are forced to be very small, whereas some of the Z., are
independent of Z,,. Our specific ordering of the edges e, ..., e, allows us to get around this
difficulty.

Let 7 be the smallest integer in {1,..., R} such that > ;_, V., > 1 (r is random). For
1 <7 <r, on the event K we have

i—1 i— 1
Z Ze; ]1{3=2¢} Z Y,

(The middle terms are the definitions of Z; and Y, respectively.) We now have

ZZeZPin Hep = ZZeZPJZ Heo = Z Ze, 5 (H<o = 00)
i=r+1
< Z2Yele; = Z Pg(Hy = o0)
i=r+1
< Z 2Y,, PS5 (Hy = 00) + kPS5 (Hy = 00), (27)

where, for the last line, we used the fact that P%(Hy, = oo) is non-increasing in i by (23).
We want to combine the two terms from (27) into one. To do this, we note

Z 2Y,, P% (Hy = o0) > Z 2Y, 5y (Ho = o0)
_ 2Per Z Y'el

ZPEQ(HOZ )7

where we used the same non-increasing property for the first line, and the definition of r in

32



5.2 Large-scale backtracking: The parameter k; 5 BALLISTIC PARAMETERS

the last line. Applying this to (27) gives us

Z Zo,PZ (Hep = 00) < Z 2Y,, P (H, )+ k Z 2Y,, P% (Hy = o)
2(k + 1) Z Y, P (Hy = o)

2(k +1 ZYPEZ = 00). (28)

This is exactly (26).
Comparing expectations

We consider the probability in wq, starting from a point a in (—oo, 0], of never hitting
the set [1 — R, 0] at a positive time. If w; is transient to the right and jumps to the right are
bounded by R, then the only way for this to occur is for a to be in [1 — R, 0], for the first
step to be to the right of 0, and then for the walk to never again hit a site to the left of 0.
Thus, on the coupling event K,

0
maXP (H[l_R’g] = OO) < Z Pi (H[l—R,O] = OO)

a<0 SR
0 R
= > Zij Pl (Ho = o0)
i=1-R j=1
0 R
<2k+1) D0 Y Vg Pl (Ho = 00)
i=1—R j=1
=2(k +1)P% (Hy = c0). (29)

It is straightforward to check by induction that for all n > 1, a <0,

P (N[l R,0] > n) > min P (ﬁ[l_Rp] < OO)n_l. (30)

1-R<i<0

Summing over all n > 1 in (30) and applying (29), we get on the coupling event K,
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o1 [N 11=R0]] Z (Ni—ro >n)

> n—1
R P (oo < )

B 1

maxi_R<i<o Poil (ﬁ[l—Rﬂ] = 00)

1

> _

2(k + 1) P9, (Ho = 0)

1

-~ EY N, 31

2(k + 1) e[ No] (31)

Since the event K is independent of wq, we conclude that

E' (B, No-rol] 2 B [ES, [No-ral"Lx]

w1 w1

! 1 0 s
= B gy s e Mol
1
25(k+ 1)
11
T2 (k4 1)

E' [BL,INoJ"] P'(K)
E'[EJ [No)*] .

By the way w; and wy are distributed, this means

1 1 .

Eg [E)[Np-ra)*] > E—kmE@ [E2[No)®]
1 L, { 1 }
2R+ POy = oo)

If s > Ky, then the right side of (32) is infinite by Proposition 5.3 and (2), so we have

(32)

00 = Eg[E)[Ni-r,)°]

= g (Z Eg[Ni])
< Eg (zoj B N«)

(=~
1-R<i<0

ELIN)]

E
I‘IM
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This proves the first part of the proposition. At this point, the reader interested only in
characterizing ballisticity may skip the remainder of the proof, and may also skip Proposition
5.5, going straight to Section 5.3. However, the next part of this proof and Proposition 5.5
together provide an important insight into the behavior of the walk: namely, that the walk is
expected to oscillate back and forth between any two points infinitely many times precisely
when x; < 1.

Arbitrarily large backtracking

We now want to prove the second part of the proposition, which strengthens our result
to show that the expected number of oscillations between any two points is infinite. We do
this via the following claim.

Claim 5.4.1. For any @ < 0 and z < y < 0 we have
Eg [E4[Nyy)*|w=""] = 00, Pga.s.
Assume for now that the claim is true. Taking expectations on both sides gives us
Eg [E2[N,,)"] = oc. (33)

Let x <y € Z. If y < 0, then letting a = 0 in (33) gives us Eg [E2[N,,]°] = oo, which
is exactly what we needed to show for the second part of the proposition. If y > 0, then
(33) gives us Eg[E_Y[Ny—y0]®] = 00, and then the translation invariance of G gives us
Eg [ES[N,.,[*] = oo.

It remains, then, to prove the claim. Under P’, w; is drawn according to Pg. Since w
agrees with w on (—oo, —R], our claim is equivalent to the statement E' [E2 [N, ,]* |w<"F] =
00, P'-a.s. And since o(w="%) is coarser than o(w="), it suffices to show that

E'[E% [Ny y)° |w="] =00, P-as. (34)

We first show that for ¢ € [1 — R,0] and j < 0, there is a constant C' > 0 such that on
the event K,

w1 (Zaj)

w(i, )

Recall that for i € [1 — R,0] and j < 0, we have defined

w1<i’j) = (1 - ZZ(i,r)> Zw(#

r>0 reo@(i7)

> ¢ (35)

Now for i € [1 — R,0], we know that ) _, Z;,) can be arbitrarily close to 1. How-
ever, we assert it is bounded away from 1 on the coupling event K, where necessarily
Wi, Wa,...,W, < L. In fact, we assert that on this event, > Z(iry is maximized when

l r>0
Wi=---=W, = % One can check by induction that for a given 1 — R <1 <0,
Z gy =1 = H(l - Zéi,r))' (36)
r>0 r>0
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Since all the Zéi,r) are independent, the right side of (36) is maximized when they are all as
large as possible. On K, the largest they can get is when all the W; are equal to %, and this
yields a value less than 1, proving our assertion and giving us (35).

Let —M < 0. For 1 — R < <0, consider the (i,z,y) excursion event & ., where:

L] XO =1
e If i # y, the walk hits y before returning to i or leaving (—o0, 0].

o After H,, the walk hits z without hitting ¢ more than once in between and without
leaving (—oo, 0].7

We say an (i,x,y) excursion event starts at time n if (X,,, X,,11,...) € &,y Then the
number of such excursion events for any 7 is no more than 2N, ,. This is because each trip
from y to x can count toward at most two excursion events due to the requirement that
there be only one visit to i in between visiting y and z.®
Fix w=Y For any i < 0, the probability under P! of any finite path that stays within
(—00,0] is fixed. On the event K (which is independent of w=" and therefore still has
probability gik conditioned on w="), the probability under P’ , of such a path is bounded from
below due to (35). Therefore, on the event K, there exists a positive constant ¢ = ¢(w=?)
such that on K,
1_1}1:21;1%0 P, (Eiwy) > c. (37)
(For each ¢ consider a particular finite path that achieves &, ,, take ¢; to be a lower bound
for the probability under Pf,l of taking that path, then take ¢ to be the minimum of the ¢;.)
We have from (31) that on K, E} [Nj_ro] > mE& [No]. Taking conditional expec-
tations, we almost surely have

E'[EG, INo-ro]"|w=] = B [EG [No-ro] T [w=]
1

>kt 1)
1

>+ 1)

:OO,

> E' [EY,[No) 1 |w=’]

E' [ES,[N)") P(K)

where the first equality comes from the fact that w=°, K, and wy are all independent. Now

Tt is necessary to allow for the walk to hit ¢ once on the way to x in case b > i and the only way to
reach x from y is through 4. For all other cases, we could require that the walk avoid ¢ between hitting y
and hitting x, but to avoid treating this case separately, we allow one visit to ¢ in all cases, at the cost of a
factor of 2.

8For example, if the walk goes from % to y to i again to y again and then to x, then an excursion event
started at each of the times the walk was at i, but there was only one trip from to y to z.
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with probability 1,

00 = B [EL, [Ny-pa]"|w™']

= F (i Pl (X, €[l-R, 0])> w<O]
=F (Z ZPﬁl(ani)> wS‘)]

Multiplying by ¢*, where ¢ is the constant from (37), will not change the fact that the
expression is infinite. And since ¢® depends only on w=, it may be pulled inside of an
expectation conditioned on w=C. Therefore we almost surely have

0o = F (Z Zch(ani))

i=1—R n=1

< ( S SR, = ¢>P;1<si,x,y>>

L \i=1—-R n=1

- & (,Z B [ (n e Mo (X, e&,x,yﬂ>

<E (Z EZ, [zm,y]> wﬁ’]

i=1-R
= (2R)°E' [EZ,[Nyy)® | w™’]

Thus, E' [E2 [N,,]* |w="] = co with probability 1. This is (34), which suffices to prove our

claim, and with it our theorem. O

<

We now prove a slightly strengthened converse to Proposition 5.4.

Proposition 5.5. If s < ki, then there is an M > 0 such that for all x,y € 7Z with
y—ax>M, Eg [EJ[N, ]°] < oc.

Proof. Let s < k. It suffices to find M such that for any a € Z,

Eg [E5[Ng )] < 0. (38)
This is because for any x,y with y — 2z = M, (38) gives us

Eg [E;"[Noa] < o0,

and then the shift-invariance of G gives us Eg [EJ[N}, )] < co. For y —x > M, we have
N, , < N; .\, which finishes the proof.

Let M > 1 and and fix a € Z. Suppose w is such that jumps to the left and right are
bounded by L and R, respectively, and the Markov chain is irreducible with almost-sure
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transience to the right (this is all true with Pg-probability 1). Then after the walk traverses
[0, M] from right to left n — 1 times, it will almost surely return to [M, co) by transience to
the right, and then traversing the interval an nth time will require visiting one of the sites
M,...,M + L — 1 and then backtracking past 0. Hence PJ(Nj, > n|Ngy > n—1) <
maxo<i<r—1 PMT(H<y < 00). It is therefore straightforward to check by induction that

n—1
PS(Nga >n) < < max PYV(H < oo)) .

0<i<L-1

Summing over all n > 1 we get

1
E2[Ng ) < — . . 39
w[ O,M] — MiNg<j<r_1 PQIJ‘/I—H(HSO — OO) ( )

It therefore suffices to show that the right hand side has finite sth moment.

Notice that by our assumptions on w, for any x > 0 and y > x, thereis a z in [y+1,y+ R]
such that P?(H<y = o00) > PZ(H<y = o0). This is because if a walk from z is to avoid
backtracking to 0, it must enter [y 4+ 1,y + R| before backtracking to 0, and then continue
to avoid backtracking to 0. Thus, in every interval of length R to the right of 0, there is at
least one site z (which depends on w) such that P?(H<g = 00) > maxj<;<p P:(H<p = 00).
Call such a site an escape site, and let

E=Ew) :={x€[l,M]: xis an escape site}. (40)

Then for = > 0,

P*(Hep = 00) > P*(Hg < Hep) max P'(H<y = o0) + P*(Hg = Heg = 0)

1<i<R
> P*(He < Hep) max P! (Heg = 00).

1<i<R

Substituting this into (39) we get

1 1
minoSiSL_l Pu])v['i_Z(Hg S HSO) maXlSiSR PZ)(HSO = OO)
1 1

= T M N 41
1— maXp<i<L—1 Pé\/[JrZ(HSO < Hg) maxj<i<R PL?J(HSO = OO) ( )

EGINo ] <

To show that this has finite sth moment for large enough M we will use Holder’s inequal-
ity. Choose s’ such that s < s’ < Ky, and let t = Sfils. Thus, for any random variables X and
Y, where E[X'] < oo and E[Y*] < oo, we will have E[(XY)*] < co. We will show that the
second term of the right hand side of (41) has finite s’th moment, and that the first term
can have arbitrarily high finite moments for M sufficiently large, so that for large enough
M, the first term has finite tth moment.

By arguing along the lines of Claim 1.1.1, we see that the distribution of max;<;<p P’ (Hy =

oo) under Py, is the distribution of max;<;<r P’(H<o = 00) under Py. Recall from Lemma
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5.3 that under Pg,, P(Hy, = oo) ~ Beta(s;,d”). Now for Pg,—a.e. environment w,
P)(Hy = 00) < max,<i<g P} (Ho = 00) by the Markov property, because X; € [1, R] Pg, ~a.s.

We may conclude that

1 ¢ 1 ¢

. < FE _ < 00. 42
(maxlgszepi(Hgo = OO)) ] - (PS(HO = OO)) ] 42

We now show that the first term of (41) has finite tth moment, provided M is chosen
large enough. Let A € [0, L — 1] be the maximizer in the denominator this term. That is,
M + A is the site within [M, M + L — 1] from which there is the highest probability of hitting
0 before hitting an escape site between 0 and M. For i € [0, L —1], let w; be the environment
w, modified at sites other than M + i in [M, 0c0) so that the walk jumps from these sites to
M + i with probability 1 under w;. That is, for y > M, w;(y, M + i) = 1.

Now under w, a walk from any site to the right of [M, M + L—1] must enter [M, M+ L—1]
before hitting 0. By the strong Markov property, the site in [M, co) with the best probability
(under w) of hitting 0 strictly before £ is therefore A. Forcing the walk to jump from other
sites in [M, 00) to site A can only increase the probability that the walk hits 0 before £, by
Lemma A.1. Therefore,

Eg

max PYV(H<g < He) = PY'"(H<o < He) < P)"(H<o < Hg).

0<i<L-1

From this we get

1— maXOSZ’SL,1 PU{Y\/IJFZ'(HSO < Hg) PM+A<H5 < H<0 =0 MJF’L HS < H<0>

(43)

and it suffices to show that each term in the sum has finite ¢th moment for large enough M.

Say that a set W C [1,M] is an escape-type set if W contains at least one element of
every interval of length R contained in [1, M]. Then £ is an escape-type set. Now for each
escape-type set W, consider an environment w; y such that:

1. All sites y € W(w) are sinks: for all y € W, 2 € Z, ww(y, 2) = L=y}

2. Fory=1,...L -1, wiw(y,0) = >, ywi(y, z) and for 2 <0, wyw(y, 2) = 0;
3. For all z, wiw(0,2) = Liz=nrpe);

4. All other transition probabilities are the same in w; i as in w;.

By construction, P)*(He < Heg) = P) 5(1:10 = 00). Hence

Wi,

1
PMVi(Hy < Heg)

wi.e Nol- (44)

We wish to show, with Tournier’s lemma, that this quantity has finite tth moment for
sufficiently large M. Since £ is random, w; ¢ is not a Dirichlet environment, because the set
£ of sink sites is random. Nevertheless, for a fixed M, there are finitely many possible escape
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Figure 5: An example of the graph Gy, w with L = 3, R = 2, M = 6, ¢ = 1, and
W =1{2,3,5}

sets. Hence it suffices to show that for large enough M, EY [Ny] has finite tth moment for
every escape-type set . Note that sites outside of the set [O M + i+ R] are unreachable
from sites inside the set under w; . By the amalgamation property, the restriction of w; w
to [0, M + i + R]* is distributed as a Dirichlet environment on a graph Gy, with vertex
set [0, M + ¢ + R] that looks like G on these vertices except that:

1. Directed edges from sites w € W are removed and replaced with one self-loop at each
such site;

2. For each y = 1,... L — 1, all directed edges from y to sites less than or equal to 0 are
replaced with one directed edge to 0 with the sum of their weights (in our illustration
we use multiple edges for visual clarity);

3. All directed edges from 0 are replaced with one directed edge to M + ;

4. All directed edges from each y € [M + L, M + i + R] are replaced with one edge to
M +i.

When there is only one edge from a vertex, its weight does not matter—weight 1 is as good
as any. Figure 5 illustrates an example of a graph Gy, w. Any strongly connected set
S of vertices containing 0 must contain M + ¢ and a path from M + ¢ to 0, but cannot
contain any vertices in . Dividing [0, M] into consecutive intervals of length my (where
mo > max(L, R) is large enough that every interval of length my is strongly connected in
G), we see that every such interval contains a vertex in S (because a path from M +i to 0 in
G;w cannot jump over L vertices), and every such interval contains a vertex in W (because
such a vertex exists in every interval of length R). Hence, by the definition of mg, every
such interval must contain an edge from S to a vertex not in S. If M > gmy, so that [0, M]
contains at least ¢ disjoint intervals of length my, and if € is the smallest weight any edge in
G has, then g > ge. Taking M sufficiently large raises this lower bound above t. Fix this
large M. Then Tournier’s lemma ensures that Eg,, , ,, [EJ[No]‘] < co for all escape-type sets

W, which implies that Eg [Eg W[No]t] < 00. Since M is fixed, there are finitely many such
W, so

EQ[EO 0}<Eg

ZE 0]<oo,

where the sum is taken over all escape-type sets W. Now, by (44), each term of the sum
on the right hand side of (43) has finite ¢{th moment, giving finite #th moment to the left
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hand side. This is what we needed to complete the proof, as we may now apply Holder’s
inequality to (41) to see that Eg [E2[N{ ,]°] < oo, which is precisely (38). O

We have now proven each part of Theorem 1.5, which states that if x; > 0 and s > 0,
then the following are equivalent:

(a) K1 > s.
(b) There is an M > 0 such that for all 2,y € Z with y —x > M, Eg [ES[N ]*] < co.
(¢) There exist x < y € Z such that Fg[E°[N,,]°] < oco.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. (a) = (b) This is Proposition 5.5.
(b) = (c) This follows from the fact that N ;o > N_/0.
(¢) = (a) This is the contrapositive of Proposition 5.4 (2). O

5.3 Using k¢ and k; to characterize ballisticity

From Theorems 1.4 and 1.5, we can conclude that if s > kg, then Eg[E2[No]*] = oo due
to finite trapping effects, and that if s > r;, then Eg[E°[Ny|*] = oo due to large-scale
backtracking effects. On the other hand, if s < min(kg, 1), then neither effect, on its own,
is enough to cause Eg[E%[Nyl®] to be infinite. However, we must consider the possibility that
the two effects could “conspire together”, since the quenched probability of backtracking
and hitting 0 is not completely independent of the quenched probability of hitting 0 a large
number of times before exiting a small region. Nevertheless, we are able to show that there
is enough independence that this is not an issue; E°[Ny] indeed has finite moments up to
the minimum of k¢ and k;. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 1.6, which states that
Eg|E’[No]!] < oo if and only if s < min(kg, k1). Before proving it, we begin with the
following lemma.

Lemma 5.6. For any z > 0,

1
E -
’ {P:;(HZZ < Hy)®

<00 & s <min(ke,d").

Equivalently, Fg [Eg [Né_oo’z)] } = oo if and only if s < min(kg,d").

Proof. First, assume s < min(kg,d"). We will consider an integer —M < —R. For an
environment w, let j(w) be the vertex j in [1 — M, R — M] that maximizes PJ(Hy < Hs,).
Consider an environment w’ such that:

L fori€[z— R,z —1], w'(i,2) = >, w(i,j) and for j > z, w'(i,7) = 0;
2. zis a sink—for all 7, W'(2,2) = Liz—.y;
3. all other transition probabilities are the same in w’ as in w.

By construction, P%(Hy < oo) = P%(Hy < H.) = P*(Hy < Hs.) for all 2. We now
modify the environment further. For each 1 < ¢ < R, let w, be the environment such that
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Figure 6: An example of the graph G,, where L=2, R=3,z2=1, M =6, and { =2 — M

1. forie [-M — L+1,-M], w'(i,j) = Lyj—p for all j;
2. All other transition probabilities are the same in w, as in .

In particular, we are interested in wj(,). Because j(w) maximizes PJ(H, < H>,) on [-M —
L + 1,—M], modifying sites in this set to send the walk directly to j(w) can only increase
the probability, from any starting point, that Hy < H, (see Lemma A.1 for details). Thus,

PO (-H0<HZZ) SPB’(ﬁO<H2z):P£(ﬁO<H2z)

Wi(w)

Moreover, for Pg—a.e. w, we have Egj(w) [No] = m. It follows that
Yiw) T

Y]
PY(H>, < Hy) 3(w)

[No].

It suffices, therefore, to show that Eg[E,, ,)[No]*] < co. We would like to use Tournier’s
lemma. Although wj(,) is not distributed according to a Dirichlet distribution (since j(w)
is random), the amalgamation property implies that each w, is distributed as a Dirichlet
environment. In particular, the restriction of wy to [-M — L + 1,z]? is distributed as a
Dirichlet environment on a graph G, with vertices [—M — L+1, z] and the following properties:

1. each vertex in [-M — L + 1, —M] has one edge to ¢ with arbitrary weight, say 1;
2. vertices in [1 — M, z — R — 1] have the same edges with the same weights as in G;

3. vertices in [z — R, z — 1] have the same edges with the same weights as in G, except
that edges that would terminate to the right of z terminate at z;’

4. z has one self-loop with arbitrary weight, say 1.

With probability 1, no vertices to the left of —M — L + 1 or to the right of z are reachable
from [—M, z], so what happens at these vertices does not really matter. Figure 6 shows an

example of the graph G,.
Moreover, since 1 — M < j(w) < R — M, we have ES  [No] < 375", B [No]. Thus,

Wi(w)

to show that Fg [m} < 00, it suffices to show that Eg[E) [Nol*|] = Eg,[E)[No|*] is

finite foreach 1 — M < /¢ < R - M.
We make the following claim.

9As usual, if this would result in multiple edges, they are collapsed into one edge with the sum of their
weights, but we leave multiple edges in our illustration for clarity.
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5.3 Using ko and k1 to characterize ballisticity 5 BALLISTIC PARAMETERS

Claim 5.6.1. If M is chosen large enough, G, will have the property that every finite,
strongly connected set S of vertices with 0 € S has S5 > min(d", ko).

The proof of this claim is very similar to the proof of Proposition 5.1, so we only sketch it
here, making special note of important similarities to and differences from the earlier proof.
Like G, the graph G, has the property that for any finite, strongly connected set set S of
vertices, if + < y are consecutive “non-insulated” vertices to the right of —M that differ
by more than myg, then (z,y) C S. The graph G, also has the property that every strongly
connected set S’ that contains mg or more consecutive vertices has total weight at least d™
exiting S’ to the right. However, because of how the graph is modified, there need not be
any weight exiting S’ to the left. We may therefore choose M large enough that every finite,
strongly connected set S containing 0 either (a) does not reach —M, in which case S looks
like a subset of G and g > ko, or (b) contains at least m, consecutive vertices in a row, in
which case Sg > dt, or (¢) contains enough non-insulated vertices that 8s > min(d™, ko).
This completes the proof of the claim.

Since we have assumed s < min(kg,d"), our claim gives us s < (g for all strongly
connected sets S containing 0, and therefore Tournier’s Lemma tells us that Eg,[E%[No)*] <
00.

This finishes one direction of the lemma, and the only direction that is needed for the
rest of the paper. For the other direction, assume s > min(kg, d¥). If s > kg, then Theorem

1.4 implies Fg [Eg [Ng—Mﬁo]H — 00, which implies g [Eg [Ng—wﬂ — o Ifs > dt,

then one can check that Fg (Zi<z,j2z w(z’,j)) = 00, and then arguments along the lines

of the last part of the proof of Proposition 5.4 give the desired result. m

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.6, which gives us the final piece for our character-
ization of ballisticity.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. The forward direction is implied by Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5.
For the reverse direction, let s < s’ < min(k1, ko). We want to show that Eg [E2[No]*] < oo.
Since, for all w, E9[Ny| = m, we must examine the quantity PO(H, = o).

Let M = gmg be a pogitive multiple of my (we will later take ¢ to be large enough
to satisfy a given condition, but we will not take ¢ to infinity). For each 1 < j < ¢, let
B; = ((j — 1)myg, jmy), and define
Since f,(B;) only depends on w7, the f,(B;) are i.i.d.

We will show that for some a,C > 0, Pg(f,(B1) < e) < Ce® For a given vertex z, let
w” = min,, ,~ow(z,y). Since intervals of length mg are strongly connected, there is a path

in G from every = € B; to every mo—+1i, 1 < i < R, that uses only vertices in By, and each at
most once (since the existence of a path with loops implies the existence of a path without

loops). Therefore,

reBy
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5.3 Using ko and k1 to characterize ballisticity 5 BALLISTIC PARAMETERS

Now for each =,
Py (" < 2) < (R+ L) max Polw(.y) <<)

< Ce®

for some constant C' > 0, where a = min,, 4o ;. Now by [29, Lemma 9], there is some 7 such
that Pg([[,ep, w® <€) < C'e?(—Ine)" for all ¢ sufficiently small. Let @’ < a; then for large
enough C”, we have Pg([[,cp, w® <¢) < C"e, and therefore Py(f,(B;) <¢) < C"e”

Let M = myq be large enough that a'q > t := sf/s. Since all the f,(B;) are i.i.d., we

8/
have

Pg( max f.(B;) < 5) < (C"e¥)1. (45)

0<j<q-1

Now let j, be the maximizer of f,(B;) over 0 < j < ¢ —1. By (45) and the choice of M, we

have o
()

As in the proof of Proposition 5.5, we note that for any random variables X and Y, where
E[X'] < oo and E[Y*'] < 0o, we will have E[(XY)?] < co by Holder’s inequality.
For Pg—a.e. environment w we have
P)(Hy = 00) > P)(Hp, < Hoy)f.(B;.) max P3"™ " (Hej m, = o0).

1<i<R

Eg < 0. (46)

This is because one way for the walk to never return to 0 is for it to hit B;, before returning
to 0, then once it is in Bj;,, to make its way to the vertex j,mgo+1 just to the right of B;, that
maximizes the probability of never backtracking to j.mg, and then to avoid backtracking to
7+mg. Thus

1 1
i < ~ _
P,(Hy=00) = PY(Hp, < Hp)fs(B;,)maxicicp P (Hzjm, = 00)

N ~ Lo=iy

= PS(Hp, < Ho) f(Bj,) maxicicg P (Hejm, = 00)
1 E 1 1

- . L (47)

fw(Bj*) jzl PS(H37 < Ho) maxj<;<r Pi ot (HSjmo = OO)

Now for each fixed j, PJ(Hp, < Hy) and max<;<p P70+ (Hejy, = 00) are independent.
Under Pg, the reciprocal of the former has finite s’th moment by Lemma 5.6, since s’ <
min(kg, £1) < min(kg,d").

We show that the reciprocal of max;<;<g PA™"(H<j,, = 00) has finite s'th moment.
Under Pg, its distribution is the same as that of maxj<;<g P)(H<o = 00), which (arguing
as in Claim 1.1.1) is also the distribution of maxj<;<p P.(Hy = oo) under Pg,. Now for
Pg, —a.e. environment w, PB(FIO = 00) < maxj<;<p P! (Hy = 00). Hence

1

Jmo—+i _ /
maxi<i<r £ (Hejm, = 00)*

Eg

< By, [ i i oo)s,} - (43)

44



A AUXILIARY PROOFS

Lemma 5.3 tells us that under Pg,, P)(Hy = 0o) ~ Beta(k,d”). Since s’ < #y, the right
side of (48) is finite by (2).

Returning now to (47), we have seen that the two fractions inside the sum are independent
and each have finite s'th moment. Thus, the entire sum has finite s'th moment. By this and
by (46), we may apply Holder’s inequality to get

Eg|E°[No)*] = Eg [;] < 0.
Pw<H0 = OO)S
O

We are now able to give a complete characterization of ballisticity. Assume x; > 0.
Theorem 1.7 states that the walk is ballistic if and only if min(ky, ko) > 1.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let s = 1 in Theorem 1.6, and then apply Lemma 1.3. m

A Auxiliary Proofs

We outline a proof of Proposition 4.1.

Recall that we have defined 79 := 0, and for £k > 1, 7, := min{n > 7 : X,, >
X; for all j <n, X, <X forall j >n}.

We are to prove that for P satisfying (C1), (C2), (C3), and (C4), the following hold:

1. There is a P'-almost sure limiting velocity

0 _
v = lim & = —E [Xr X71]7
n—oo M E[ry — 7]

(49)

where the fraction is understood to be 0 if the denominator is infinite, and the numer-
ator is always finite.

. H . .
2. lim, oo === = 1, PO-a.s.. where 1 is understood to be oo if v = 0.
— T v? ) v

It is standard (see, for example, [16], [28]) to prove a LLN like (49) by the following steps:

Xr,
k

(a) Show that approaches E[X,, — X, ]
(b) Show that 7* approaches E[r; — 7]

(c) Show that E[X,, — X, ] < o0

(d) Conclude that the limit (49) holds for the subsequence (XT—:“)
k

(e) Use straightforward bounds that come from the definitions of the 7 to get the limit for
the entire sequence (%)n
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T
H>,

The definition of the regeneration times is precisely set up so that both the sequences
(Tk — Th—1)k>2 and (X, — X, )k>2 are i.1.d. sequences, so proving the limits (a) and (b) is a
matter of tracing how the i.i.d. feature follows from the definitions and applying the strong
law of large numbers. In fact, arguing as in [16, Lemma 1], one can show that the triples

—r X —1
gn = (Tn — Tp—1 (XTn—l-i-i - XTnfl);—ilTn ' ’ (ww)m:‘l—&f'ﬂfl)

are i.i.d. under P = P x P2 for n > 2.

The finiteness in (c¢) can be shown using arguments along the lines of those in [31,
Lemma 3.2.5]. Because we have assumed almost-sure transience to the right, the measure
Q introduced there is unnecessary. Another difference is that in our model, transience to
the right does not imply that every vertex to the right of the origin is hit. So instead of
studying the probability, for a given x, that a regeneration occurs at site x, we focus on the
probability that the regeneration occurs on a given interval of length R. For z > 0, let B,
be the event that for some k, X, € [zR, (z + 1)R). Then

Part (2) then follows from a comparison of with a subsequence of %

P(B:) = E [P)(B.)]

R—1
2 B Z PB(H[ZRKZH)R) = zR+ i)PéR+i(H<zR+z' = 00)
i=0
R—1
= E [Pg(H[zR,(z-i-l)R) =zR+ i)PjR“(H@RH — oo)}
i=0
R—1

Il
(]

IEDO(I—I[zl‘%,(z—&-l)l‘%) =zR+ i>PZR+i(H<ZR+i = OO)

1=

I
g
—~ o

H )= ), (50)

where the second to last equality comes from the fact that w<*# is independent of w=*%+?,

and the last comes from translation invariance and the fact that H;g .+1)r) < 00 P-a.s.
The rest of the argument from [31] goes through to prove (c), and (d) and (e) easily follow.

We now prove a lemma that is used to justify arguments where we replace transition
probabilities at a particular site z with an almost-sure jump to another site y.

Lemma A.1. Consider an environment w on a finite or countable vertex set V. Assume
the Markov chain is irreducible under w. Let A and B be disjoint finite subsets of V', with
A nonempty. Nowletx € V—AUB andy € V — B, with PY(Hs < Hg) > P*(Ha < Hp).
Suppose W' is an environment that agrees with w at all sites other than x but has w'(z,y) = 1.
Then for all z €V, P%(Ha < Hg) > P3(Ha < Hp)

Proof. We first assume that V' is finite. For z € V, let fy(2) = PZ(Ha < Hgp). Then, for
1 > 1, define

> wey W (z,w) fi (w) z¢ AUB
fi(z) =40 2€B
1 z€e A
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Now for z # z, fi(2) = fo(z), since f is harmonic with respect to w. On the other
hand, fi(z) = fo(y) > fo(x). Thus, fi(z) > fo(z) for all z. A straightforward induction
now shows that for all z € V, the sequence (f;(z)) is increasing and bounded. Hence
f(2) :=lim;_, fi(2) exists, and f(z) > fo(z) for all z.

We will have completed the proof if we can show that f(z) = P%(Ha < Hg). One can
easily check that f is w’-harmonic on V' — AU B, identically 1 on A, and identically 0 on B.
The function z — P?(Ha < Hp) has these same properties, and by the maximum principle
there is only one such function.

Now suppose V is infinite, and let zp € V. Take any finite subset S C V' containing A,
B, z, y, and zp, and take one “sink” vertex d not in S. For z,w € S, define w,(z,w) :=
P*(Hg < 00, Xz, = w), and w.(z,0) = P*(Hg = 00). Define ('), similarly. Then for all
z €S,

Pi(Ha < Hp) = P (Has < Hp). (51)

To see this, it is straightforward to check that z — P?(H4 < Hp) is harmonic with respect
to w, on S — {A U B}, identically 1 on A, and identically 0 on B U {9}. The function
2z — P? (H, < Hp) has these same properties, and there is only one such function. Similarly,

We want to show that (w), has the same properties relative to w, that w’ has relative to
w, so that we may apply the conclusion from the finite case with (w.)" := (w’).. That is, we
need to show that

(a) For z # z, and w € S U {0}, we have (w').(z,w) = wi(z,w).

(b) ()., y) = 1.

The statement (b) comes from the fact that w’(z,y) = 1. The statement (a) says that
P*(Hg < oo, Xp, =w) = P*(Hg < oo, Xjz, = w). This is true because these probabilities
do not depend on the environment at x, and w = w’ everywhere else.

We may now apply the finite case to the measures w, and (w')., concluding that PZ, (Ha <
Hp) > P*(Ha < Hp). By (51) and (52), we get P)(Ha < Hp) > P2°(H < Hp). Since 2
was arbitrary, this is enough to conclude the argument. O

B Calculating kg

In the body of the paper, we gave an algorithm to compute kg, but this algorithm grows
in complexity with the smallest positive «;. Here, we prove Proposition 5.2, which asserts
that given an underlying directed graph, kg is a minimum of finitely many positive integer
combinations of the «;. Although we do not have a general algorithm to find the formula, we
give several examples where we are able to do so. These examples exhibit various important
features that sets S attaining Ss = ko may have. We also prove Proposition B.2, showing
that ko and k; are unrestricted by each other. We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma B.1. Let N' C N* be a set of ordered k-tuples of positive integers. Let T be the
natural partial ordering on NF, (nq, ... ,n) C (n},...,n,) if n; < nl for all i. Then there is
a finite subset N* C N such that for all x € N, there is an x* € N* such that x* C x.
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Proof. We prove this by induction on k. The base case k£ = 1 is trivial; a 1-tuple is sim-
ply a positive integer, and we can let N* := {min N'}. Now suppose the result is true for
all subsets of N* and let N/ C NFFL. Now let N = {(ny,...,n) : (N1, ..., g, Npy1 €
N for some nj; € N} be the projection of ' onto N*/ and for n € N define N (n) :=
{(n1,....ng) : (n1,...,ng,n) € N}. Thus, N = (J'~, N(n). Now by the inductive hypoth-
esis, there is a finite set N* C N such that every element of AV is greater than some element
of N*. Since N* is finite, N* C Ui:;l N (n) for some N. Applying the inductive hypothesis
to each NV (n) gives us sets N*(n) such that for all x € NM(n), there is a x* € N*(n) such
that x* C x.

Now define N* := Ugil{(nl, cosngn) s (ng, .o ng) € N¥(n)}. Tt is easy to see that
this is a finite subset of . Now suppose (n1, ..., ng, ngy1) € N. Suppose ngq < N. Then
(n1,...,n) € N(ngs1), so there exists (n,...,n;) € N*(ngs1) with nf <n; for 1 <i < k.
Since (n},...,n},ng1) € N*, we are done.

On the other hand, suppose ngr; > N. Then since (ni,...,n;) € N, there exists
(ny,...,n}) € N* such that nj < n; for all i = 1,... k. Now (n},...,n;) € N(n) for
some n < N < ngiq. Hence there exists (nj*,...,n;*) € N*(n) such that n* < n} for all
1 <i<k. Thus (nj*...,n n) € N* with n}* <n,; for 1 <i <k, and n < ngy1. O

We are now able to prove Proposition 5.2.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. For any finite set S C Z, g is a sum of weights of edges exiting
5. The weight of each edge is «; for some 7, and each «; must be included at least once, as
the weight of an edge exiting either the rightmost or leftmost point of S. Thus,

R
BS = Z Z;0

i=—L

where z; = 2;(S) :=#{z€ S :2+i¢ S} > 1.
Now let N C NE+L be the set of ordered tuples (y_z,...,yr) such that there is some
finite set S with z;(5) = y; for all —L <1i < R. Thus,

R
Hozinf{zyiaii(yLa---ayR)GN}'

i=—L

Applying Lemma B.1, we get a finite set N* C A such that for any S, thereisa (y_r,...,yr) €
N* with y; < 2;(S) for all =L <14 < R. Thus,

R
/{Ozmin{zyiai:(y—La-~>yR)€N*}- (53)
i=—L
This is a minimum of finitely many positive integer combinations of the «;. O

We now give examples where we can find the formula for xy. Recall that xq := inf{fs :
S C Z finite, strongly connected}, where (s is the sum of edge weights leaving the set S.
By shift invariance of the graph G, it suffices to consider sets S whose leftmost point is 0.

48



B CALCULATING kq

We already showed in Claim 5.1.1 that kg < dy +d~. We can also give a general lower
bound: kg > ¢t + ¢~. This is because any strongly connected set will have weight at least
¢t exiting from the rightmost point and weight at least ¢~ exiting from the leftmost point.
Therefore, every strongly connected set S has s > ¢™+c¢~, and taking the infimum preserves
the inequality. So we have the bounds

ct+c <kg<dt+d . (54)

Example B.1. L=R = 1.

In this case, d¥ = ¢ = «ay, and d= = ¢ = «a_1, so (54) immediately implies kg =
a1+ a_1. This can also be seen by noting that the only strongly connected sets are intervals,
which all have the same exit weight.

Example B.2. oy > 0.
In this case, {0} is already a strongly connected set, so (54) gives ko = S0y = ct + ¢

Example B.3. L=2 R=3, a; =0fort=—1,...,2.

In this case, we also have kg = d*+d~. Let S be a strongly connected finite set of vertices
with left endpoint 0. Then S contains 3, since there must be a vertex reachable from 0 in
one step, and by assumption there are no vertices to the left of 0. Also, S contains 2, since
0 must be reachable in one step from a vertex in S. Likewise, 2 must then also be reachable,
and since —1 ¢ S, S must contain 4 as well. Now since a vertex must be reachable from 3,
S must contain either 1 or 6. Suppose S contains 1. Then S contains [0, 4], which has exit
weight d* + d~, and by Claim 5.1.2, Bs > fjo.q) = d* + d~. On the other hand, suppose S
does not contain 1. Then it contains 6. If S also contains 5, then S contains the interval
2, 6], which is shift-equivalent to [0, 4]. If S contains neither 1 nor 5, then it contains exactly
the set {0,2,3,4,6} and possibly vertices to the right and/or left of this set, so by Claim
5.1.2, Bs > B1o,2,34,63- One can easily check that in this case, 82346} = dt+d-.

We have calculated ko without even showing that either [0, 4] or {0,2,3,4,6} is strongly
connected, but in fact they both are. Consider the path 0 -3 -1 —4 — 2 — 0in [0,4]
and the path 0 =3 —-6 -4 — 2 — 01in {0,2,3,4,6}. Thus, even when xy = d" +d ", a
minimizing set S for fs need not be an interval (although a large enough interval will always
be a minimizing set).

Example B4. L=1, R>2, ag=0a; >0, ; =0fori=2,..., R — 1.

In this case, we show that kg = 2ag + oy + a_q; thus if R > 2, then kg < d* +d~. Let
S be a strongly connected set with left endpoint 0. Since 0 must be reachable from another
point in S, we have 1 € S. Now by Claim 5.1.2, this implies Ss > B{01; = 2ar + oy + a_.
The set {0, 1} is strongly connected, and hence ko = B0} = 2ag + oy + 1.

This example lets us show that x¢ and k; are independent in the sense that no information
about either may be inferred from the other.

Proposition B.2. The ordered pair (kg, k1) may take on any value in the first quadrant of
R2.
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Proof. Let a,b > 0. We will show that L, R, and the a; may be chosen such that kg = a and
ko =0. Let L =1, and let R > 2 be large enough that § > %. Then let oy = a1 = — %,
ap = %, and all other a; = 0. Then k1 = —a_1 + a1 + Rar = b, and by Example B.4,
Ko = a. ]

Example B.5. L=R =2, a_1,a; >0, ag = 0.

There are two possibilities. Let S be a strongly connected set with leftmost point 0. If
1 € S, then by Claim 5.1.2, fg > 01} = d* +d~. On the other hand, if 1 ¢ S, then 2 € S,
and by Claim 5.1.2, g > Bo2y = a—2 + 2a_1 + 204 + ay. Since both {0,1} and {0, 2}
are strongly connected, kg may be either d* + d~ or a_y + 2a_1 + 204 + an, depending on
whether a_; + oy or a_s + as is smaller. That is,

Ko =min(2a_s + a1 + aq + ag, a9 + 21 + 201 + g)
=9+t Q_1+Q + 0+ min(a,l +ap, 9 + ag)

= min(ﬁ{o,l}, 5{0,2})-

Example B.6. L =6, R=3, as >0, a; =0 fori=—-5,...,1.

If S is a finite, strongly connected set with 0 the leftmost vertex, then 6 € S, since 0 must
be reachable from the right. We consider possible sets SN [0, 6]. There are 32 subsets of [0, 6]
that contain 0 and 6; however, S must contain either 2 or 3, since there must be edges from
0 to other sets in S and nothing to the left of 0 is allowed. Similarly, if S contains 1, then
it must contain either 3 or 4, and if S contains 2, then it must contain either 4 or 5. This
eliminates 12 of the 32 possibilities, leaving 20 possibilities for S N [0,6]. Of these, we first
consider two candidates, {0,3,6} and {0,2,4,6}. Both of these are strongly connected, and
s0 Bfo3,6) = 200 +3aa+ag and (92461 = 30—+ +4asz both provide upper bounds for k.
Depending on the values of the «;, either can be lower than the other. The set {0,2,3,4,6}
is also strongly connected, but has Bfp 2346 = 4a_ + 202 + 3az. Thus, if ap > as, then
Bro246r < Bio2346}, and if as < as, then Bro36 < Bro234,6)- One can simply check that
other 17 of the possible sets D = S M [0, 6] either have 8p > P03, for all possible values
of the ay, Bp > Bio24,6) for all possible values of the a;, or Bp > Bjo2,34,6) for all possible
values of the a;. By Claim 5.1.2, this implies that s > min(f8036}, 50,.2,4,63)- Therefore,

Ko = min(2a_g + 3ag + as, 3a_¢ + ag + 4ag)

= min(B{o,3,6}, B10,2.4.6})-

In all five of the above examples, there is always a set S minimizing s that represents a
single, simple loop. The exit time from S is the first time the walk stops repeating this loop.
Thus, if kg < 1, then there is a single loop that the walk is expected to repeat infinitely
many times before deviating from it.

In the nearest-neighbor case, treated in Example B.1, kg < 1 means the walk is expected
to repeat the loop 0 — 1 — 0 infinitely many times before ever taking a different step (and,
likewise, the walk is expected to repeat the loop 0 — —1 — 0 infinitely many times before
ever stepping to 1). This does not mean the only finite traps are sets of the form {z,x + 1}.
For example, it is also the case that S5 < 1, so that the walk is expected to spend an
infinite amount of time in [0, 5] before leaving it, regardless of the precise path (and even if
transition probabilities at sites 1,2,3, and 4 are conditioned to be moderate). But there are
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[43

no finite traps “worse” (in the sense of finite moments of quenched expected exit time) than
the set {0, 1}.

In fact, for nearest-neighbor RWDE on Z?, pairs of adjacent vertices are always the worst
finite traps, and if kg < 1, then the walk is expected to bounce back and forth between 0
and one other vertex infinitely many times before doing anything else [25].

Our other examples so far match this trend in a sense; although the worst traps are not
necessarily pairs of vertices, the worst traps are loops, and kg < 1 means there is a loop that

the walk is expected to iterate infinitely many times before doing anything else.
e In Example B.2; one such loop is 0 — 0.

e In Example B.3, one such loopis0 -3 -6 —4 —2 — 0.

In Example B.4, one such loop is 0 — 1 — 0.

In Example B.5, one such loop is 0 = 1 — 0 (if 813 < 1) or 0 = 2 — 0 (if Bo0y < 1).

In Example B.6, one such loop is 0 = 3 — 6 — 0 (if Bz6 <1)or0 =2 =4 =6
(lf 5{0,2,4,6} < 1)

Our next example shows that unlike in the nearest-neighbor case on Z?, there are pa-
rameters where the strongest finite traps never represent just one loop. In particular, one
can find cases where kg < 1, so there are finite traps in which the walk is expected to be
stuck for an infinite amount of time, but there is no single loop that the walk is expected to
iterate infinitely many times before deviating from it.

Example B.7. L=R=2, a1 =a9=0, a; > 0.

A finite, strongly connected set with 0 as its leftmost point will necessarily contain 2, since
0 must be reachable from the right. Thus, by claim 5.1.2, for any finite, strongly connected
S, Bs > min(Boq,2}, Bro,2y)- Now {0,2} and {0,1,2} are already strongly connected, so
Ko = min(fo,1,23, Bro,2y). The minimum may be achieved on either set, depending on the ;.

We now examine a case where ry < 1, but there are no loops that the walk is expected
to iterate infinitely many times before doing anything else. Suppose a_s = @y = %, and
a1 = 3. Then B2y = & > 1, and Bpo12 = 15 < 1. Thus, ko = 1, and a walk started
from 0 is expected to spend an infinite amount of time in {0, 1,2} before exiting. However,
because B2 = % > 1, the expected exit time from {0,2} is finite, so the walk is not
expected to iterate the loop 0 — 2 — 0 infinitely many times before deviating from it.
Moreover, the walk is not expected to iterate the loop 0 — 1 — 2 — 0 infinitely many
times before deviating it, but to see this, we must use the original formulation of Tournier’s
lemma from [29]. The formulation there is in terms of sets of edges rather than vertices. The
edges that are not in the loop 0 — 1 — 2 but have tails in the vertex set touched by this
loop have weights that add up to % > 1. Hence [29, Theorem 1] implies that the expected
time to deviate from this set of edges (and thus from the loop 0 — 1 — 2 — 0) is finite.
Nevertheless, the weight exiting {0, 1,2} is % < %, so the walk is expected to stick to the
vertex set {0,1,2}, and thus to the pair of loops 0 —+ 2 — 0 and 0 — 1 — 2 — 0, for an

infinite amount of time before doing anything else. See Figure 7.
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Figure 7: The top shows the weights exiting the loop 0 — 2 — 0. The middle shows the
weights exiting the loop 0 =+ 1 — 2 — 0. The bottom shows the weights exiting the union
of these two loops, or the set {0, 1,2}.

Note that in this example, 8012} < Bfo,23. This shows that in Claim 5.1.2, the assump-
tion that x is to the right or left of z is really needed.

Our next example presents a similar phenomenon: the walk is not expected to get stuck
in any one loop for an infinite amount of time, but the walk is expected to spend an infinite
amount of time in a set of vertices. In the previous example, the vertex set S minimizing
Bs can have all of its vertices hit by one loop, the loop 0 — 1 — 2 — 0, but this loop alone
does not have a trapping effect as strong as the whole set S. In the next example, there is no
single loop that can hit all the vertices in the minimizing S, so our formulation of Tournier’s
lemma in terms of vertices only is enough to see that there is no single loop the walk is
expected to traverse infinitely many times before straying from it. The next example also
presents a calculation of kg for a situation where it is less straightforward than the others
we’'ve examined.

Example B.8. L =16, R =5, a_14, @9, a5 > 0, all other o; = 0.

In this case, there are four possible values for kg, three of which can be attained by sets of
vertices representing single loops, but one of which cannot. We will show that kg is attained
by one of the following four sets:

e 51 =1{0,2,4,6,8,10,12,14,16}. This set represents a loop that steps up by 2s from 0
to 16 and then jumps back to 0. Bg, = 8a_16 + as + 9as.

e Sy = {0,5,10,15,16,20,25,30,32}. The set Sy represents a loop that steps up by
5s from 0 to 30, then steps to 32 and jumps back to 16 and then to 0. This is one
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of 28 loops that all step up by 5 six times, up by 2 once, and down by 16 twice,
having vertex set S with leftmost point 0. All such loops have the same associated
BS = 652 = 706_16 + 8042 + 3065.

e S3=1{0,5,10,12,14,16}. The set S; represents a loop that steps up by 5s from 0 to
10, then by 2s from 0 to 16, then jumps back to 0. This is one of 10 loops that all have
vertex set S C [0, 16], all of which have fs = s, = ba_16 + 32 + 4as.

e S, =1{0,2,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,14,16}. This set does not represent one single loop;
in fact, it represents all 10 loops that stay within [0, 16]. s, = 12a_16 + 2a5 + bSas.

One can check that any of fs,, Bs,, Bs;, and Bg, can be the smallest, depending on the «;.
We will show

ko = min(fBs,, Bs,, Bss, Bs,)-

To confirm that these are the possible values for kg, let S be a finite, strongly connected
set with leftmost point 0, and we will show that (s is at least as large as one of these values.
First, we note

Bs = T_160_16 + T2z + T5Q5,

where x; = 2;(S) = #{z € S:2+1i ¢ S} > 1. Since 0 must be reachable in one step from
a vertex to its right, 16 € S.

Claim B.8.1. T_16 Z 5.

S must contain 0 and 16, so there must be a path o from 0 to [16,00) that does not
leave S. Since the only step to the left is down 16, all steps in this path must be to the right
(and must therefore be of length 2 or 5). If this path includes two or more steps of length
2, then S N[0, 15] must have at least 5 elements. But for each z € SN[0,15], 2 — 16 ¢ S,
so each element of S M [0, 15] contributes 1 to x_15. Hence x_16 > 5. On the other hand, if
the path ¢ includes no steps or one step of length 2, then the path ¢ includes four vertices
in SN [0, 15], does not include 1 or 4, and lands on either 17 or 20. Since 1 and 4 are not in
o, either 17 or 20 contributes 1 to x_1¢, in which case we then have x_14 > 5, or else 1 or
4 is in S, in addition to the four vertices from o that are in [0, 15], so that |S N[0, 15]| > 5,
and so x_14 > 5. This proves our claim.

Claim B.8.2. If o = 1, then x_15 > 8 and x5 > 9.

To see this, note that if o = 1, then S includes only even vertices; otherwise, the
rightmost odd vertex and the rightmost even vertex would each contribute 1 to s, giving
To > 2. Moreover, since S contains 0 and 16, it must contain every even vertex between, in
order to prevent any vertex other than the rightmost from contributing to xs. The 8 even
vertices z = 0 through z = 14 each have z — 16 ¢ S, so x_15 > 8, and the 9 even vertices
z =0 through 2z = 16 each have z +5 ¢ S, so x5 > 9.

Claim B.8.3. z5; > 3.
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To see this, note that the rightmost vertex from each equivalence class (mod 5) will
contribute 1 to x5. We already have 0,16 € S, so the equivalence classes 0 and 1 are
represented. But the equivalence class 1 is only reachable from equivalence class 2 (via a
downward step of length 16) and from equivalence class 4 (via an upward step of length 2).
Hence S must contain an element from one of the equivalence classes 2 or 4 (mod 5), and
therefore at least three equivalence classes are represented, so x5 > 3.

Claim B.8.4. If x5 = 3, then x_1 > 7, and x5 > 8.

We first note that since each equivalence class contributes only 1 to x5, all elements in
each equivalence class must form an unbroken arithmetic progression from the lowest to the
highest. That is, letting 21°** and 28"°***" be, respectively, the least and greatest z such that
z =1 (mod 5) and z € S we have {least, 1‘3&“ + 5, zleat 110, ..., 25 € S, We now
examine two separate cases.

Case 1: S contains elements from equivalence classes 0,1, and 2 (mod 5).

Since S contains no elements from equivalence class 4, equivalence 2{°*' can only be
reached from equivalence class 2, which occurs via a leftward step of length 16. Thus 2} +
16 € S. On the other hand, since .S contains no elements from equivalence class 3, equivalence
class 2 can only be reached from equivalence class 0, via a rightward step of length 2. Thus

least —92c S

Therefore, the path

0—=5—=10— - — (250 —2) = 200 5 oo (20 L 16) = 2 ... 516 =0

is in S. All steps marked out by ellipses are upward steps of length 5. It follows that this is
a path of length 9, since any other number of steps would result in ending at a point other
than 0.

All the vertices in equivalence class 0 contribute 1 to x_14, since stepping down by 16
would reach a vertex in equivalence class 4, which cannot be in S. Vertices from the path
that are in equivalence class 2, other than zleaSt +16, are less than 21t + 16, and so stepping
down by 16 reaches a vertex that is in equivalence class 1 but not in S. And all vertices from
the path that are in equivalence class 1, other than 16, are less than 16, so stepping down
by 16 reaches a vertex not in S. Thus all but two of the vertices from the path shown will
contribute 1 to x_14, and therefore x_14 > 7.

Now all the vertices in equivalence classes 1 or 2 contribute 1 to s, since stepping to the
right by 2 reaches a vertex in equivalence class 3 or 4. And vertices in equivalence class 0
that are less than 2 — 2 also contribute to z,, since stepping to the right by 2 reaches a
vertex in equivalence class 2 but less than zi#®'. Thus, all but one of the vertices shown in
this path contribute to xs, so x5 > 8.

Case 2: S contains elements from equivalence classes 0,1, and 4 (mod 5).

By a similar argument to that given in Case 1, the path

0—=5—=10— - — (2" +16) — 20 — ... o (gleast —2) 5 2t 5. 516 =0

is in S. All steps marked out by ellipses are upward steps of length 5. It follows that this is
a path of length 9, since any other number of steps would result in ending at a point other
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than 0. Now, for z = 0,5, 10, 25" + 11, we have 2 — 16 = 4 (mod 5), but z — 16 < 2t
so 2 — 16 ¢ S and z contributes 1 to x_15. Moreover, 2" and every subsequent vertex
are all less than 16 (except, of course, for 16 itself), so they all contribute 1 to z_j5. Thus,
T_16 > 1.
Moreover, all vertices in equivalence class 0 or 1 contribute 1 to x5, since S has no vertices
in equivalence class 2 or 4. And all but one of the vertices z in equivalence class 4 are strictly
least

less than 21" — 2, so that 242 ¢ S. Hence all but one of the vertices in the loop contribute
to g, S0 x9 > 8.

Claim B.8.5. If x5 = 2, then x5 > 5.

If x5 = 2, then S contains even and odd elements (because the only even upward jumps
are of length 2, a strongly connected S with only even elements would have zo = 1). It
therefore must contain every even number, from its least even number to its greatest even
number. In particular, it must contain S; = [0,16]. This is enough to include at least one
representative from every equivalence class (mod 5). The greatest element of S in each of
these equivalence classes contributes 1 to x5, so x5 > 5.

Claim B.8.6. If x5 = 2, then x5+ x_16 > 17 and z_15 > 9.

We have already established that if 9 = 2, then S contains S; = [0,16] and at least
one odd number. Now S; has z_154 = 8 and x5 = 9. The odd number will also contribute
1 to z_1¢, giving the bound x_15 > 9. The set Sy includes 8, which is in equivalence class
3 (mod 5), and two elements of each of the equivalence classes 0,1,2, and 4. Each of the
equivalence classes must contribute at least 1 to x5, and for any of the classes 0,1,2, or
4 to avoid contributing 2, the odd number in between the two even numbers from that
equivalence class must be contained in S. This saves 1 from x5 but adds 1 to x_y¢, thus
keeping x5 + x_16 > 17.

Claim B.8.7. 5 > min(8s, , Bs,, Bs,, Bs,)-

We know (s must have x5 > 3 by Claim B.8.3. By Claim B.8.4, if x5 = 3, then Bg >
Ta_16 + 8as + 3as = Bg,. Now suppose x5 > 4. If 29 = 1, then B > 8a_16 + a2 + a5 = B,
by Claim B.8.2. Now consider the case x5 = 2. Then x5 + x_1 > 17 by Claim B.8.6. If
as > a_16, then since x5 > 5 by Claim B.8.5, we have g > 12a_16+2as+5bas = Bg,. On the
other hand, if a_15 > a5, then by Claim B.8.6, 85 > 9a_16+ 2a + 8z > 8ar_16+ g +9a5 =
Bs,. Now, if zo > 3, then by the assumption that z5 > 4 and by Claim B.8.1, we have
Bs > da_16 + 3ag + das = Bs,. This proves our final claim.

Now suppose the weights are a_15 = é, Qg = %, and a5 = %. We can check that
Ko = 120e_16 + 202 + By = 1, achieved on the set Sy = {0,2,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12, 14, 16},
and that this is strictly less than g, , 8s,, and Ss,. By the proof of Claim B.8.6, any set S with
x_16 = 12,29 = 2, x5 = 5 must contain a translation of {0,2,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,14,16},
and a so there is no possibility that a set S which we did not consider, and which represents
a single loop, also achieves Ss = 1. This means that the walk is expected to spend an
infinite amount of time in the set {0,2,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,14, 16} before ever leaving it,
but there is no single loop that the walk is expected to take infinitely many times before
deviating from it.
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C

Notation

Here we collect notation that is used throughout the paper as a convenient reference.
General

N=1{1,2,3,...}. Ng={0,1,2,..}. R ={zeR:2 >0} R ={z e R:z > 0}.

RWRE stands for random walk(s) in random environment(s). RWDE stands for ran-
dom walk(s) in Dirichlet environment(s).

An environment w on a countable vertex set V', the set {2y, of environments on V', and
the measurable space (Qy, Fy ), are defined in Section 1.1.

w* = (w(x,z + y))yez is the environment w viewed at site x only. For a set S C Z,
w” = (W) zes-

An w with a subscript (e.g., wy) or w’ is usually used to denote a specific environment,
when comparing multiple environments.

Conditions (C1), (C2) (C3), and (C4) are defined right after the statement of Theorem
1.1.

Ar = {(%i)ier : Y ;e; xi = 1} is the simplex of a finite set 1.
07 is the left shift operator on environments w, defined by 0*w(a,b) = w(z + a,x + b).

We use interval notation to denote sets of consecutive integers in the state space Z,
rather than subsets of R. For example, [1,00) denotes the set of integers to the right
of 0. However, we make one exception, using [0, 1] to denote the set of all real numbers
from O to 1.

Graphs

A weighted directed graph H = (V, E, W) is a vertex set V with an edge set £ C V' xV/,
and a weight function w : £ — R>°,

If e = (z,y) € E, we say that e is an edge from x to y, and we say the head of e is
€ =y and the tailof e is e = .

For a vertex z € V, the divergence of x in H is div(z) = >, w(e) — > _ w(e). If
the divergence is zero for all x, we say the graph H has zero divergence.

A set S C V is strongly connected if for all x,y € S, there is a path from x to y in H
using only vertices in S.

For a set S C V, B is the sum of the weights of all edges exiting S. See (3).
G is our “main graph.” Tt vertex set Z, edge set {(z,y) € ZxZ : —L <y —1x <

R, a,_, > 0}, and weight function (z,y) — ay_,.

o6



C NOTATION

e Gy is the finite graph with vertices [0, M] that looks like G in the middle but is modified
to have zero divergence at the endpoints. It is defined in the proof of Theorem 1.1,
and used there as well as in the proof of Lemma 5.3.

e G, is the half-infinite graph with vertex set [0, 00). It looks like G except near 0, where
it looks like Gys. It can be thought of as a limit of Gy; as M — oo. It is defined at the
beginning of Section 5.2. Its crucial property is given by Lemma 5.3, which is used in
the proofs of Proposition 5.4, Proposition 5.5, and Theorem 1.6.

Parameters

e (a;)2 _, are Dirichlet parameters for random transition probability vectors. It is as-
sumed that a_; and ag are positive.

o dt =" iy, and d- =3, Jilas.

R _ 1
o ct=>%" a,andc =) _ ;.

o mi=d"—d =31 i

e ko = inf{fs : S C Z finite, strongly connected} is the minimum weight exiting a finite,
strongly connected subset of G.

e My is an integer large enough that every interval of length my is strongly connected in
G, and also large enough that my > max(L, R).

Probability measures

e For a given weighted directed graph H = (V, E,W), Py is the Dirichlet law on en-
vironments corresponding to H; that is, the measure on 2y under which transition
probabilities at the various vertices x+ € V are independent, and for each vertex
x €V, (w(z,€))e, is distributed according to a Dirichlet distribution with param-
eters (w(e))e=y. (Or, if V' C Z, we let Py, be any measure on €7 whose marginals on
Qy are as described.)

e P is the main measure on (1 that we study in this paper. That is, Py is the Dirichlet
measure on environments corresponding to G, so that for each x, the transition proba-
bility vector (w(z,¥))a,_,>o is distributed as a Dirichlet random vector with parameters

(ai>a¢>0‘

Functions of a walk

For all of the functions below, we often suppress the argument of the function as is
traditional with random variables. Sometimes, however, we leave the argument in when it
is necessary for clarity.

o H,(X)=inf{n > 0: X, =z} is the first time the walk (X) hits . We often suppress
the X.
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H,(X) =inf{n > 0: X,, = 2} is the first nonzero time X hits z.
N.(X) = #{n € Ny : X,, = 2} is the total amount of time X spends at .
For a subset S C Z, Hg(X) = minges H,(X), and Ng(X) = > ¢ No(X).

N?(X) = #{0 < n < Hge : X,, = x} is the amount of time X spends at z before
leaving the subset S.

Noy(X) =#{n>0: X, = z,sup{k < n: X, =y} >sup{k < n: X, =x}} is the
number of times the walk hits x after more recently having hit y, or the number of
“trips from y to x”.

N.,(X):=#{neNy: X, <azsup{j <n:X;>y}>sup{j <n:X; <ax}}is the
number of trips leftward across [z, y].

Cascade and bi-infinite walk

A cascade is a set of finite (continuous-time) walks, one started at each point in Z.
The walk starting at each point terminates when it reaches or passes the next multiple
of R.

X = (X®)> , is the infinite walk obtained by concatenating the finite walk starting
at a with the walk starting at the point where it terminates, the walk started at the
point where that one terminates, and so on.

X = (X ,)nez is the bi-infinite walk obtained by this process.

N,, H,, pr and so on are defined analogously to N,, H,, N, ,, and so on, but with
n > 0 replaced with n € Z.
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